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The  substance  of  the  ensuing  Essay  was  originally 
delivered  as  a  Lecture,  prepared  as  an  answer  to  some 
severe  strictures  made  in  one  of  the  pulpits  of  the  city 
on  that  part  of  my  work  on  the  Resurrection,  which 
treats  of  this  subject.  This  fact  will  account  for  the  air 
of  reply  and  remonstrance,  which  more  or  less  pervades 
the  volume.  In  its  present  form  the  argument  has  been 
much  expanded,  and  the  sources  of  evidence  multiplied. 
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THE  RESURRECTION  OF  CHRIST. 


With  no  true  believer  in  the  Revelation  which  God 
has  given,  can  it  be  for  a  moment  questioned  that  the 
doctrine  of  the  Resurrection  stands  prominent  and  pre¬ 
eminent  among  the  disclosures  of  that  sacred  volume. 
The  dark  guessings  of  the  ancient  philosophies — tTie 
dim  intimations — the  uncertain  hopes — the  timorous 
deductions — of  the  universal  reason — that  man,  in  his 
essential  being,  shall  survive  the  triumphs  of  the  tomb, 
and  possess  immortal  life,  are  all  confirmed,  authenti¬ 
cated,  and  assured  to  his  faith,  by  the  teachings  of  Him, 
who  “  hath  brought  life  and  immortality  to  light.” 
Upon  the  impregnable  rock  of  the  same  authority  stands 
the  asserted  fact  of  the  resurrection  of  Christ  himself, 
who  rose  “  as  the  first  fruits  of  them  that  slept.”  The 
fact  of  our  resurrection  is  indissolubly  connected  with 
that  of  his,  with  only  those  differences  which  must  ne¬ 
cessarily  accrue,  in  the  nature  of  the  case,  from  the  dif¬ 
ference  that  separates  man  from  the  God-man.  The 
great  mystery  of  godliness — “  God  manifest  in  the 
flesh” — the  true  constitution  of  the  theanthropic  person 
of  Christ,  we  assume  not  to  fathom.  We  receive  it  as 
an  ultimate  fact,  resting  upon  the  sole  authority  of  the 
oired  word,  that  in  the  economy  of  redemption,  the 
\  1 
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Divinity  came  into  union  with  the  humanity,  and  taber¬ 
nacled  in  the  flesh.  We  receive  it,  also,  that  this  Divine 
Person  died  on  the  cross,  so  far  as  he  could  die,  and  that 
he  rose  from  the  dead  as  truly  as  he  died.  So  far  we 
are  occupying  ground  common  to  all  evangelical  Chris¬ 
tians.  With  them,  also,  we  fully  agree  in  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  this  fact,  as  the  great  central  truth  of 
Christianity,  and  the  demonstrated  pledge  of  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  resurrection  of  the  saints.  The  return 
to  life  on  the  third  day  of  the  august  Lord  of  life, 
ever  has  been,  and  ever  is  to  be,  the  assured  seal  and 
earnest  of  the  living  again  of  those  who  have  slept  in 
Jesus.  But  how  far  the  resurrection  of  Christ  is  to  be 
regarded  as  an  exact  pattern  of  the  resurrection  of  the 
saints,  can  only  be  determined  by  determining  how  far, 
from  the  nature  of  each,  the  conditions  of  the  one  could 
find  a  parallel  in  those  of  the  other.  It  is  certain  that 
the  body  of  Christ  did  not  “  see  corruption.”  It  is  cer¬ 
tain  that  the  bodies  of  the  saints  do  see  corruption. 
This  establishes  at  once  an  immeasurable  diversity,  in 
this  respect,  between  the  two.  In  the  one  case,  a  body 
is  made  the  subject  of  a  change  called  resurrection, 
while  its  organic  integrity  remains  unimpaired  ;  in  the 
other,  if  the  common  view  be  admitted,  bodies  which 
have  been  dissolved,  dissipated,  and  formed  into  countless 
new  combinations,  are  to  be  reconstructed,  and  vivified 
anew  by  their  respective  souls  or  spirits,  and  thus  made 
to  live  again  as  the  identical  bodies  which  died.  If  this 
be  not  the  commonly  received  view,  we  would  gladly  be 
informed  what  it  is. 

Again,  it  is  clear  that  the  divino-human  constitution 
of  our  Lord’s  person  must  be  the  ground  of  an*immen^ 
difference  in  the  conditions  of  his  state  and  that  or  i8 
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people,  both  after  and  before  his  resurrection.  We  can 
not  justly  reason  from  the  one  to  the  other.  It  does  not 
follow,  that  because  man,  from  the  laws  of  his  nature, 
goes  into  a  resurrection-state  as  soon  as  he  dies,  without 
reference  to  his  gross  material  body,  that  the  same  holds 
good  of  the  risen  Jesus.  Nor  can  any  thing  be  more 
unjust  than  to  attach  such  a  consequence  to  a  train  of 
reasoning  designed  to  show  that  the  true  doctrine  of  the 
resurrection  of  mankind  does  not  involve  or  imply  the 
resurrection  of  the  same  body. 

The  question,  then,  comes  fairly  for  consideration 
respecting  the  nature  of  Christ’s  resurrection,  and  the 
quality  of  the  body  with  which  he  emerged  from  the 
tomb  of  Joseph,  and  in  which  he  appeared,  from  time 
to  time,  during  the  forty  days  previous  to  the  ascension 
from  the  Mount  of  Olives.  In  determining  this  ques¬ 
tion,  we  readily  admit  that  our  only  source  of  informa¬ 
tion  is  the  inspired  oracles.  Reason  and  science  are 
utterly  at  fault  in  the  attempt  to  solve  a  problem  which 
involves  the  nature  and  laws  of  that  existence  upon  which 
He  entered  at  his  resurrection,  who  says  so  sublimely  of 
himself,  “  I  am  Alpha  and  Omega,  the  beginning  and  the 
ending,  which  is,  and  which  was,  and  which  is  to  come, 
the  Almighty.”  We  are  thrown  entirely  upon  the  disclos¬ 
ures  of  revelation  for  the  needed  light  upon  this  subject, 
and  by  the  teachings  of  that  word  we  readily  abide. 
What  is  its  testimony  ? 

Before  entering  upon  the  inquiry,  it  may  be  well  to 
advert  to  an  objection  of  somewhat  grave  character 
urged  against  the  evangelical  narrative  of  the  resurrec¬ 
tion  of  Christ,  founded  upon  the  fact,  that  it  was  not 
strictly  a  public  event  so  ordered  as  to  have  been  univer¬ 
sally  or  generally  visible.  So  far  from  this  having  been 
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the  case,  we  are  expressly  told  by  Peter,  Acts,  10  :  40, 
41,  that  though  God  had  raised  him  up  on  the  third  day, 
and  in  a  certain  sense  had  shown  him  “  openly,”  yet 
“  not  to  all  the  people,  but  unto  witnesses  chosen  before 
of  God,  even  to  us  who  did  eat  and  drink  with  him, 
after  he  rose  from  the  dead.”  Now,  as  our  Lord’s  re¬ 
surrection  was  designed  to  be  the  grand  and  crowning 
proof  of  the  truth  of  his  mission  and  his  religion,  why 
was  the  evidence  of  this  great  fact  confined  within  such 
narrow  limits?  Why  was  not  a  broader  blazon  given  to 
it?  Why  did  he  not  after  his  resurrection  appear  open¬ 
ly  to  the  chief  priests  and  rulers  of  the  Jews  ?  Why 
not  to  the  body  of  the  people  ?  As  his  commission  re¬ 
lated  in  an  especial  manner  to  them — as  he  says  of  him¬ 
self,  “  I  am  not  sent  but  to  the  lost  sheep  of  the  house 
of  Israel” — why  should  not  the  main  credentials  of  his 
mission  be  laid  before  them,  who  were  mainly  concerned 
in  the  evidence  of  its  divinity  ? 

These  interrogations  will  seem  reasonable  to  those 
to  whom  the  demand  of  the  Jews,  at  his  crucifixion, 
would  have  seemed  reasonable  :  “  If  he  be  the  King  of 
Israel,  let  him  now  come  down  from  the  cross,  and  we 
will  believe  him.  He  trusted  in  God  ;  let  him  deliver 
him  now,  if  he  will  have  him.”  This  differed  in  reality 
but  little  from  saying,  that  if  the  Saviour  by  coming 
down  from  the  cross,  and  foregoing  crucifixion,  would 
prove  that  he  was  not  the  Christ,  they  would  believe 
that  he  was.  Every  part  of  his  work,  to  its  minutest  de¬ 
tails,  was  the  accomplishment  of  a  profound  plan  of  infi¬ 
nite  wisdom,  which  often  orders  its  procedures  in  a 
method  directly  opposite  to  that  which  would  have  been 
adopted  by  the  carnal,  narrow,  and  short-sighted  wis¬ 
dom  of  man.  Yet,  in  a  deeper  scanning  of  the  Divine 
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counsels,  we  frequently  find  our  own  limited  conclu¬ 
sions  rebuked  by  the  obvious  propriety  of  the  course 
which  we  learn  to  have  been  actually  chosen  by  Him  who 
“  sees  the  end  from  the  beginning.”  In  the  present 
case  it  is  clear,  that,  although  our  Lord’s  commission 
had  indeed  embraced  a  special  and  primary  reference  to 
the  Jews,  yet  it  included  also  a  higher  and  wider  desig¬ 
nation,  which  was  to  be  developed  upon  his  rejection 
by  those  to  whom  he  originally  came.  While  he  was 
indeed  the  Messiah  promised  to  the  Jews,  he  was  also 
appointed  to  be  the  great  High  Priest  and  Saviour  of  the 
world.  During  his  lifetime  he  had  by  his  miracles  and 
teachings  afforded  all  requisite  evidence  of  the  truth  of  his 
claims.  He  had  fed  the  famishing,  healed  the  sick,  and 
raised  the  dead.  He  had  done  the  works  which  no  man 
could  do  unless  God,  in  a  pre-eminent  sense,  were  with 
him.  They  were,  therefore,  left  without  excuse,  and  the 
multiplication  of  miracles  beyond  a  certain  point  would 
be  merely  accumulating  the  grounds  of  condemnation. 
It  would  be  little  else  than  intensifying  the  light  which, 
through  their  own  perverseness,  was  putting  out  their 
eyes.  Accordingly,  in  his  last  public  address  to  the  peo¬ 
ple,  Matt.  23.  37-39,  he  says,  “  O  Jerusalem,  Jerusalem, 
thou  that  killest  the  prophets,  and  stonest  them  which 
are  sent  unto  thee,  how  often  would  I  have  gathered 
thy  children  together,  even  as  a  hen  gathereth  her 
chickens  under  her  wings,  and  ye  would  not !  “  Be¬ 

hold,  your  house  is  left  unto  you  desolate.  For  I 
say  unto  you,  Ye  shall  not  see  me  henceforth,  till  ye 
shall  say,  Blessed  is  he  that  cometh  in  the  name  of 
the  Lord.” 

This  was  a  virtual  closing  his  commission  to  that 
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unbelieving  people.  Whal  farther  claim  could  they  pre¬ 
fer  to  the  demonstrations  of  his  Messiahship  ?  “  Ye  shall 
not  see  me  henceforth”  was  the  knell  of  their  destiny. 
As  to  appearing  to  them  again  after  his  resurrection,  it 
was  utterly  inconsistent  with  this  assurance.  They  were 
not  to  see  him,  as  a  people,  after  his  death,  till  they  could 
see  him  with  blessings  on  their  lips. 

The  resurrection  was  to  be  henceforth  the  basis  of 
anew  and  wider  relation  which  the  Saviour  was  to  sus¬ 
tain  to  the  world  at  large.  It  was  in  connexion  with 
this  event  that  “  all  power  was  to  be  given  to  him  in 
heaven  and  on  earth.”  He  was  now  to  be  raised  to  the 
dignity  of  an  ecumenical  kingdom.  The  disciples,  no 
longer  restricted  to  the  bounds  of  Jewry,  were  to  go  and 
“  teach  all  nations.”  The  evidences  of  the  great  fact 
of  the  resurrection  of  Christ,  therefore,  concerned  that 
people  in  no  especial  manner.  It  were  quite  as  fitting 
that  he  should  subsequently  have  manifested  himself  to 
the  members  of  the  Roman  Senate,  as  to  those  of  the 
Jewish  Sanhedrim,  as  the  Roman  empire  was  hence¬ 
forth  to  become  the  grand  theatre  for  the  proclamation 
of  the  good  tidings  which  were  to  be  assured  to  “  all 
people”  on  the  ground  of  the  certified  fact  of  the  Lord’s 
resurrection.  The  apostles  were  chosen  to  be  witnesses 
of  this  fact,  because  they  were  appointed  as  heralds  to 
announce  it  to  the  world,  and  if  any  kind  of  incompe¬ 
tency  could  be  for  a  moment  supposed  to  detract  from 
the  value  of  their  testimony,  the  idea  is  at  once  counter¬ 
vailed  by  the  words  of  Peter,  Acts  5  :  32,  “  And  we  are 
his  witnesses  of  these  things ;  and  so  is  also  the  Holy 
Ghost ,  whom  God  hath  given  to  them  that  obey  him.” 
The  co-witnessing  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit  was  a  pledge 
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of  the  truth  of  their  verbal  testimony,  for  it  is  not  con¬ 
ceivable  tint,  he  should  have  imparted  his  influences  to 

confirm  a  lie. 

%  ^ 

It  is  evident,  therefore,  that  the  divine  wisdom  can 
be  in  no  measure  impugned  on  the  score  of  the  publicity 
of  the  circumstances  attend  in  or  the  resurrection  of  Christ. 
There  were  ample  reasons  for  restricting  the  number  of 
the  witnesses — reasons  which  applied  to  the  ascension 
as  well  as  to  the  resurrection  ;  for  it  appears  that  the  as- 
scension  itself  was  not  strictly  a  public  miracle.  Though 
the  scene  of  it  was  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Jerusa¬ 
lem,  yet  it  is  never  appealed  to  as  an  event  that  was  openly 
visible  in  the  view  of  the  inhabitants,  nor  is  there  the 
least  evidence  that  it  was  witnessed  by  any  but  a  select 
number  of  disciples. 

The  great  question,  then,  concerns  the  real  character 
of  the  event  itself,  and  the  nature  of  the  body  in  which 
our  Lord  arose.  The  complete  discussion  of  this  subject 
would,  perhaps,  properly  involve  the  consideration  of  the 
various  details  of  the  resurrection,  as  related  by  the 
different  evangelists,  and  which  involve  some  apparent 
discrepancies  of  statement.  But  the  recent  essay  of 
Prof.  Robinson  ( Bibliotheca  Sacra,  Vol.  IT.  No.  V.,  Feb. 
1S45),  with  a  view  to  harmonize  the  accounts,  I  regard 
as,  on  the  whole,  so  able  and  satisfactory  that  it  will  be 
sufficient  to  refer  the  reader  to  his  results,  which,  with 
the  exception  of  particular  inferences  here  and  there,  I 
cordially  adopt.  So  far  as  he  endeavors  to  show  that 
the  resurrection  of  Christ  was  the  resurrection  of  his 
unchanged  material  body,  I  differ  from  him  entirely,  and 
hope  to  prove  that  I  have  valid  grounds  for  so  doing. 
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§  I.  First  Appearance. 

Matt.  28:  1-8.  Mark  16:  ]-8.  Luke  24:  1,  11.  John  20:  3,2. 

The  first  visitants  to  the  sepulchre  on  the  morning  of 
the  third  day,  were  a  company  of  women  who  came  with 
spices  to  embalm  the  Lord’s  body.  They  found  the  stone 
rolled  away  from  the  mouth  of  the  sepulchre,  and  entering 
in  perceived  that  the  body  was  not  there,  and  a  moment 
after  were  accosted  by  two  angels  in  human  form,  and 
in  shining  garments,  who  asked  them  why  they  sought 
the  living  among  the  dead,  and  then  went  on  to  inform 
them  that  Christ  was  risen  according  as  he  had  said, 
and  to  command  them  to  go  quickly  and  communicate 
the  fact  to  his  disciples,  together  with  an  assurance  that 
he  would  meet  them  in  Galilee.  In  regard  to  these  inci¬ 
dents,  it  is  worthy  of  notice  that  the  angels  appear  to 
have  been  invisible  when  the  women  first  entered  the 
sepulchre,  though  it  was  undoubtedly  a  small  excavated 
apartment  in  the  rock.  The  narrative  informs  us  that 
they  “  entered  in  and  found  not  the  body  of  the  Lord 
Jesus.  And  it  came  to  pass  as  they  were  much  per¬ 
plexed  thereabout,  behold  two  men  stood  by  them  in 
shining  garments.”  Now,  what  we  would  have  espe¬ 
cially  noticed  in  this  connexion  is,  that  in  a  small  room 
they  should  have  stood  some  time  perplexed  on  finding 
it  vacated  of  the  body,  and  yet  not  have  seen  two  angels 
in  glittering  robes  if  they  had  been  actually  there  in  visi¬ 
ble  forms.  Would  they  not  have  been  the  very  first  ob¬ 
jects  to  strike  their  vision,  had  they  been  actually  there 
in  a  form  and  aspect  to  be  seen?  No  one  can  imagine 
for  a  moment  that  they  entered  the  sepulchre  from  with¬ 
out  after  the  women  went  in.  What,  then,  is  the  infer- 
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ence  ?  What  can  we  conclude  but  that  the  angels  were, 
in  some  sense,  previously  there,  and  that  they  were  now 
miraculously  made  visible,  and  that,  too,  by  a  subjective 
miraculous  effect,  wrought  upon  the  women  themselves, 
whose  spiritual  eyes  were  opened  to  discern  these  beings 
of  a  spiritual  rank  ?  But  even  if  this  solution  be  ques¬ 
tioned  for  the  present,  still,  here  is  the  palpable  fact  of 
the  sudden  and  miraculous  revelation  of  two  spiritual 
bodies  to  the  astonished  sight  of  the  women,  which  they 
did  not  see  upon  their  first  entrance  into  the  tomb. 
The  fact  shows,  at  any  rate,  that  a  spiritual  body  may 
become,  in  some  way,  suddenly  visible.  A  very  similar 
incident  is  recorded  in  Acts  1.  10,  “  And  while  the}'  look¬ 
ed  steadfastly  towards  heaven  as  he  went  up,  behold,  two 
men  stood  by  them  in  white  apparel.”  It  is  not  improb¬ 
able  that  these  were  the  same  two  angels  that  had  pre¬ 
viously  appeared  to  the  women,  and  subsequently  to 
Mary  Magdalene,  but  whether  they  were  or  not,  it  is 
clear  that  the  apparition  was  equally  sudden.  Nothing 
is  said  of  their  previous  descent  from  heaven,  but  the 
first  intimation  they  had  of  their  coming  was  their  actual 
presence  in  the  midst  of  them,  or  standing  by  their  side. 
How  natural  the  inference  that  the  inward  eyes  of  the 
disciples  were  now  opened  to  behold  them  !  But  we  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  narrative. 


§IL  Second  Appearance* 

John  20  :  3-18.  Luke  24:  12.  Mark  16:  9-11. 

The  women,  with  the  exception  of  Mary  Magdalene, 

*  In  Mark,  16  :  9,  it  is  said  of  the  appearance  to  Mary  Magda¬ 
lene  that  it  was  the  first  :  “Now  being  risen  early  the  first  day  of 

1* 
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who  seems  to  have  run  immediately  back  without  wait¬ 
ing  for  her  company  to  inform  Peter  and  John,  return 


the  week,  he  appeared  first  to  Mary  Magdalene.’’  The  mode  in 
which  this  statement  is  made  to  harmonize  with  Matthew’s  account 
of  the  appearance  to  the  other  women  on  their  return  from  the  sepul¬ 
chre,  which  Prof.  Robinson  has  adopted,  we  think  to  be  the  true  one. 
It  is  thus  stated :  “  Mark  narrates  three  and  only  three  appearan¬ 

ces  of  our  Lord  ;  of  these  three  that  to  Mary  Magdalene  takes  place 
first  (jrp&Tov') ,  and  that  to  the  assembled  disciples  the  same  evening 
occurs  last  (varepov),  v.  14.  Now  in  any  series  or  succession  of  events 
where  rcptirov  and  varepov  are  employed,  whatever  may  be  the  number 
of  intervening  terms,  tt pddrov  marks  the  first  of  the  series,  and  varepov 
the  last  of  the  same  series,  and  no  other.  So  here  in  Mark,  varepov 
is  put  with  the  third  appearance  narrated  ;  but  had  four  been  mention¬ 
ed,  varepov  could  not  have  stood  with  the  third,  but  must  have  been 
used  with  the  fourth  or  last  ;  and  so  in  every  case.*  Hence  as  varepov 
is  here  put  relatively,  and  therefore  does  not  exclude  the  subsequent 
appearance  of  our  Lord  to  Thomas  and  in  Galilee  ;  so  too  vpurov 
stands  relatively,  and  does  not  exclude  the  previous  appearance  to  the 
other  women.  A  similar  example  occurs  in  1  Cor.  15  :  5-8,  where 
Paul  enumerates  those  to  whom  the  Lord  showed  himself  after  his 
resurrection,  viz. :  to  Peter,  to  the  twelve,  to  five  hundred  brethren, 
to  James,  to  all  the  apostles,  and  last  of  all  (  vararov  ndvroov)  to  Paul 
also.  Now  had  Paul  written  here,  as  with  strict  propriety  he  might 
have  done,  “  he  was  seen  first  of  Cephas”  docpOrj  rptirov  K  rjcpa,  assuredly 
no  one  would  ever  have  understood  him  as  intending  to  assert  that 
the  appearance  to  Peter  was  the  first  absolutely ;  that  is,  as  implyiug 
that  Jesus  was  seen  of  Peter  before  he  appeared  to  Mary  Magdalene 
and  the  other  women.  In  like  manner  when  John  declares  (21  :  14) 
that  Jesus  showed  himself  to  his  disciples  by  the  lake  of  Galilee  for 
the  third  time  after  he  was  risen  from  the  dead  ;  this  is  said  relative¬ 
ly  to  the  two  previous  appearances  to  the  assembled  apostles  ;  and 
does  by  no  means  exclude  the  four  still  earlier  appearences,  viz. :  to 
Peter,  to  the  two  at  Emmaus,  to  Mary  Magdalene,  and  to  the  other 
women — one  of  which  John  himself  relates  in  full.  In  this  way  the 


*  See  for  this  use  of  varepov ,  Matt.  21 :  37.  2 2  :  27.  26  :  60. 
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to  the  city  to  give  the  commanded  information  to  the 
disciples,  and  on  the  way  the  Saviour  meets  them  with 
the  kindly  salutation,  “All  hail  !”  and  they  at  once  held 
him  by  the  feet  and  worship  him.  He  repeats  the  order  that 
they  shall  convey  the  intelligence  of  his  resurrection  to 
the  disciples,  and  renew  the  direction  for  them  to  repair  to 
Galilee,  where  he  would  meet  them. 

Here,  again,  we  cannot  fail  to  note  somewhat  of  a 
sudden  and  marvellous  apparition.  Though  somewhere, 
doubtless,  in  the  midst  of  the  city,  and  liable  to  be  seen 
as  he  passed,  if  in  a  material  body,  yet  the  clear  intima¬ 
tion  is,  that  no  one  else  saw  him  ;  and  the  inference 
would  seem  to  be ,  that  his  appearance  was  just  as  sud¬ 
den  and  of  the  same  nature  with  that  of  the  angels  at 
the  tomb.  But  of  this  we  shall  adduce  more  evidence 
in  the  sequel. 

Mary  Magdalene,  after  having  delivered  her  message 
to  Peter  and  John,  returns  with  them  by  another  route 
to  the  sepulchre,  and  without  having  yet  seen  the  Lord. 
She  remains  standing  outside  while  the  two  disciples, 
one  after  the  other,  enter  the  sepulchre  and  find  nothing 
but  the  clothes  lying.  They  come  out  and  return 
home,  leaving  Mary  in  tears  at  the  entrance  of  the  tomb. 
After  their  departure,  without  entering,  she  stoops  down 
and  looks  into  the  sepulchre,  and  to  her  surprise  beholds 
two  angels  in  white  siltino-  the  one  at  the  head  and  the 
other  at  the  feet,  where  the  body  of  Jesus  had  lain  ! 
Now  let  it  be  here  observed,  that  Peter  and  John  had 
but  a  few  moments  before  been  into  the  sepulchre,  and 


whole  difficulty  in  the  case  before  us  disappears  ;  and  the  complex 
and  cumbrous  machinery  of  earlier  commentators  becomes  super¬ 
fluous.*’  Bibl.  Sac.,  No.  V.  Feb.  1845,  p.  178. 


i 


16 


THE  RESURRECTION  OP  CHRIST. 


saw  nothing  but  the  grave-clothes  lying  on  the  floor. 
But  Mary  looks  in  immediately  after,  and  lo,  the  two 
angels  appear  to  her  !  What  shall  we  infer  from  this  ? 
Is  it  not  evident  that  the  angels,  though  they  remained 
invisible  to  Peter  and  John,  yet  now  made  themselves 
visible  to  Mary  ? — consequently  that  they  could  become 
visible  or  invisible  at  pleasure? 

In  saying  that  the  angels  were  previously  there ,  I 
would  of  course  be  understood  as  using  language  in  ac¬ 
commodation  to  those  natural  ideas  of  which  it  is  so 
difficult  to  divest  ourselves,  rather  than  according  to  the 
absolute  verity  of  the  case.  It  is  a  mode  of  speech  which 
seems  to  imply  some  kind  of  relation,  on  the  part  of  the 
angels,  to  locality  or  space  which  we  cannot  strictly  as¬ 
sume  to  exist.  It  does  not  necessarily  follow,  because 
an  angel  appears  to  the  spiritual  vision  of  a  man,  that 
therefore  his  previous  local  relations,  so  to  speak,  to  that 
man  have  undergone  a  change.  The  truth  is,  we  are 
here  getting  beyond  our  depth.  We  can  form  no  idea 
of  locality  in  reference  to  spirits.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
suppose,  as  it  is  not  possible  to  prove,  that  an  angel  in 
heaven  may  not  appear  to  the  internal  sense  of  a  man  on 
earth,  and  still  be  as  much  in  heaven  at  the  time  as  be¬ 
fore  ;  for  heaven  can  only  be  correctly  conceived  of  as 
abstracted  from  time  and  space. 

As  to  the  mode  in  which  the  appearance  was  now 
made  to  Mary,  the  supposition  of  the  unconscious  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  spiritual  sense  in  the  spectator  affords  the 
most  probable  solution  of  the  problem.  It  is  a  question 
scarcely  yet  considered  in  man’s  philosophy,  whether  the 
human  eye  can  see  any  thing  that  is  not  material.  If  an 
angel  is  seen  inhuman  form,  it  must  either  be  converted  to 
a  human  being,  with  its  solid  organisms,  or  it  must  be 
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seen  as  it  is  by  an  internal  eye,  adapted  to  take  cogni¬ 
zance  of  spiritual  objects.  Which  is  the  most  probable, 

1  leave  to  my  readers  to  judge.  I  am  well  aware  that 
this  idea  of  the  opening  of  a  spiritual  eye  is  not  very 
familiar  to  the  mass  even  of  serious  minds,  at  the  present 
day,  and,  accordingly,  does  not  probably  present  itself 
very  distinctly  to  their  conceptions.  It  may  be  well 
to  cite  an  illustrative  instance.  In  the  Israelitish  story, 

2  Kings  6.  17,  we  meet  with  the  following  incident ; 
“  And  Elisha  prayed  and  said,  Lord,  I  pray  thee,  open 
his  eyes,  that  he  may  see.  And  the  Lord  opened  the 
eyes  of  the  young  man,  and  he  saw  ;  and  behold  the 
mountain  was  full  of  horses  and  chariots  of  fire  round 
about  Elisha.”  Here  was  the  opening  of  the  eye  of  the 
spirit,  for  we  cannot  imagine  that  his  outward  eye  had 
been  previously  closed.  If  any  one  demands  the  philoso¬ 
phy  or  psychology  of  this,  I  cannot  explain  it.  But  I 
take  the  simple  recorded  fact,  that  there  is  some  form  of 
the  divine  power  exerted  upon  the  inner  intelligence  of 
man,  by  which  he  is  made  cognizant  of  a  class  of  objects 
which  we  term  spiritual,  and  which,  in  their  own  nature, 
lie  wholly  out  of  the  natural  or  material  sphere,  and 
which  cannot,  by  any  possibility,  be  discerned  by  an 
organ  designed  exclusively  for  converse  with  the  mate¬ 
rial  world.  At  the  same  time,  I  can  easily  conceive, 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact,  that  the  subject  of  such 
vision  shall  not,  from  his  consciousness,  be  able  to  know 
but  that  these  objects  are  seen  in  the  same  way  that  any 
other  objects  are  seen.  As  this  is  a  point  of  no  small  mo¬ 
ment  in  reference  to  the  general  subject,  I  shall  dwell 
upon  it  a  little  more  at  length. 

Angelic  appearances,  we  well  know,  are  often  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  Scriptures,  and  most  readers  are  una- 
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ware  of  any  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  mode  in  which 
such  manifestations  were  made.  But  to  a  close  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  subject  there  are  peculiar  difficulties. 
An  angel  is  confessedly  a  spirit;  but  a  spirit  cannot  be 
seen,  in  his  true  nature,  by  the  visual  organs  of  man. 
If  an  angel,  therefore,  becomes  visible  to  a  man,  it  must 
be  in  one  of  two  ways  :  either  by  means  of  a  change  in 
the  conditions  of  the  spirit,  or  by  a  change  in  the  percep¬ 
tive  powers  of  the  man.  In  the  latter  case  it  is  by  the 
process  spoken  of  above,  to  wit,  the  opening  of  a 
spiritual  eye,  which  is  but  another  term  for  that  peculiar 
intellectual  state  into  which  the  prophets  were  brought, 
when  favored  with  supernatural  visions.  The  fact  of 
such  a  state  can  be  easily  conceived,  though  we  may 
never  have  consciously  experienced  it  ourselves.  But 
when  we  turn  to  the  other  view  and  examine  it  narrowly, 
we  become  aware  of  difficulties  which  did  not  strike  us 
at  first  blush.  What  is  the  nature  of  the  chancre  which 
a  spirit  must  undergo  in  order  to  be  made  visible  to  the 
human  eye?  It  is  common  to  say  that  he  assumes  the 
appearance  of  a  human  being.  But  what  is  meant  by 
this?  An  appearance  generally  denotes  the  opposite  of 
reality.  We  should  hardly  understand  by  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  a  human  body  such  a  body  itself.  We  can  ima¬ 
gine  a  statue  of  wood  or  marble  moulded  into  a  human 
form,  and  such  an  appearance  might  easily  be  seen. 
Still  we  should  not  say  it  was  a  human  being.  So  we 
can  say,  also,  that  a  cloud  might  be  wrought  into  the 
shape  of  a  man,  and  we  might  see  it — for  a  cloud,  though 
a  rare  substance,  is  yet  material  and  therefore  visible. 
But  when  we  come  to  think  of  an  angel  having  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  a  man,  we  are  stumbled  at  once  by  the  diffi¬ 
culties  of  the  supposition.  If  it  is  merely  an  appearance , 
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is  the  angel  in  that  appearance  ?  Imagine  for  instance 
an  angel  appearing  in  a  human  form  in  the  air.  If  you 
see  such  a  form  with  the  natural  eye,  it  must  be  some¬ 
thing  which  is  visible,  and  therefore  material.  What  is 
it?  If  you  say  it  is  the  spiritual  essence  of  an  angel 
drawing  around  it  an  atmospheric  body,  of  the  form  of 
the  human  body,  then  it  must  be  something  grosser  than 
the  pure  ether,  for  this  cannot  be  seen.  Now  we  can¬ 
not,  perhaps,  deny  that  this  is  intrinsically  possible,  but 
we  think  the  recorded  instances  of  such  manifestations 
would  lead  to  a  different  impression.  We  should  not 
imagine,  I  believe,  that  the  angels  which  appeared  to  the 
patriarchs  were  mere  aerial  spectres.  They  did  not  ap¬ 
pear  in  the  air,  but  on  the  earth.  They  approached  the 
spectators — they  conversed  with  them — they  are  said,  on 
one  occasion  at  least,  to  have  ate  and  drank  with  them 
—  and  all  the  circumstances  compel  the  inference,  either 
that  they  were  actually  transformed  into  veritable  human 
beings,  or  that  the  miracle  was  wrought  in  the  beholders, 
by  which  they  were  preternaturally  enabled  to  see  them; 
and  this  is,  in  my  own  view,  by  far  the  most  credible 
hypothesis. 

An  opinion,  however,  is  of  little  account  apart  from 
the  reasons  by  which  it  is  sustained.  We  believe,  indeed, 
that  few  minds  are  exempt  from  an  instinctive  convic¬ 
tion  of  the  improbability  of  a  bona  fide  transformation  of 
an  angelic  into  a  human  being.  But  we  find  evidence 
of  a  different  kind.  The  idea  above  suggested,  we 
think  to  be  very  strongly  confirmed  by  the  legitimate 
import  of  the  language  employed  in  reference  to 
angelic  manifestations.  The  usage  of  the  original 

o  O  o 

on  this  subject  is  altogether  peculiar,  and  opens  a 
field  of  philological  deduction,  of  the  importance  of 
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which  biblical  students  appear  to  have  been  hitherto 
very  little  aware.  It  may,  I  think,  be  clearly  made  to 
appear  that  there  is  an  appropriated  form  of  expression 
in  relation  to  the  whole  subject  of  theophanies  and  angel - 
ophanies ,  which  has  been  almost  entirely  overlooked  by 
critics  and  commentators,  but  the  results  of  which  must 
inevitably  put  a  new  phasis  upon  a  whole  class  of  texts 
bearing  upon  this  theme,  both  in  the  Old  and  the  New 
Testaments.  It  can  undoubtedly  be  shown  that  the  post¬ 
resurrection  appearances  of  our  Lord  belong  to  the  de¬ 
partment  of  the  scriptural  theophanies ,  and  we  shall 
moreover  see,  if  we  mistake  not,  that  the  soundest  can¬ 
ons  of  hermeneutics  absolutely  compel  the  conclusion, 
that  the  various  passages  which  announce  the  second  ad¬ 
vent  of  our  Lord,  cannot  possibly  be  understood  of  what 
is  generally  termed  a  visible  personal  manifestation , 
such  as  can  be  taken  cognizance  of  by  the  natural  or 
outward  eye.  But  the  proof  of  this  we  reserve  to  a  sub¬ 
sequent  page.  Our  object  at  present  is  to  unfold  the 
diction  which  occurs  in  reference  to  the  appearance  of 
angels. 

To  those  who  are  conversant  with  the  original  lan¬ 
guages  of  Scripture  it  is  well  known  that  there  is  a  num¬ 
ber  of  distinct  terms  which  are  promiscuously  rendered 
by  our  English  “  to  see.”  Thus  we  have  in  the  Hebrew 
the  two  leading  terms  inaj'n  and  nth,  of  which  the  former 
is  the  prevailing  term  for  common  and  natural  vision, 
while  the  latter  nth  and  its  derivatives  are  more  especially 
appropriated  to  that  interior  mental  vision  which  was 
peculiar  to  the  prophets,  whence  ht'h  is  used  to  desig¬ 
nate  a  prophet  or  seer ,  and  prophetical  vision.  Thus 
Gesenius,  as  translated  by  Professor  Robinson,  gives  as 
one  of  the  leading  senses  of  nth  ,  “  what  is  presented, 
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by  a  divine  influence,  to  the  prophet’s  mind,  either  in 
visions,  properly  so  called,  or  in  revelations,  oracles, 
etc.,  as  Hab.  1.  1,  ‘The  oracle  which  Habakkuk  saw,’ 
i.  e.  which  was  divinely  presented  to  his  mind,  which 
was  revealed.”  It  is  indeed  true  that  these  senses  are 
occasionally  interchanged  with  each  other,  and  that  run 
is  applied  to  mental ,  and  iijtt  to  ocular  vision.  But  it  is, 
nevertheless,  undeniably  the  fact,  that  what  I  have  stated 
is  the  dominant  usage  in  regard  to  these  two  terms. 
Thus,  for  instance,  throughout  the  visions  of  Daniel, 
where  he  speaks  of  seeing  or  beholding  the  visions  of  the 
supernatural  diorama  spread  before  him,  the  term  is  in¬ 
variably  ntn  . 

In  like  manner  the  Greek,  also,  has  a  striking  diver¬ 
sity  of  terms,  though  greater,  to  express  the  idea  of 
“  seeing.”  Thus  we  find  si’doj,  ogaw ,  ^Isjtco  ,  &ecogioj , 
d-taopca  y  and  omopai ,  all  rendered  “  see,”  and  though 
occasionally  their  meanings  run  into  each  other,  yet 
there  is  no  doubt  that  a  prevailing  usage  can  be  ascer¬ 
tained  in  regard  to  each.  The  last  in  the  list  above 
given,  omopat  ,  is  the  term  which  the  usus  loquendi  of 
the  sacred  writers  generally  applies  to  angelic  appear¬ 
ances,  as  also  to  the  divine  theophanies ,  mentioned  in  the 
Old  Testament.  Though  applied  in  repeated  instances 
to  external  vision,  particularly  in  the  Septuagint,  yet  it 
is  capable  of  absolute  demonstration,  that  of  all  the  differ¬ 
ent  terms  for  “  seeing,”  it  is  this  which  is  more  espe¬ 
cially  used  to  denote  that  internal  or  intellectual  percep¬ 
tion  which  is  expressed  by  the  Hebrew  iitn,  of  which  it 
is  in  several  instances  the  Greek  rendering,  and  which 
was  developed  in  the  prophets,  when  made  the  subjects 
of  supernatural  revelations.  This  usage  we  now  pro¬ 
ceed  to  illustrate  by  a  copious  list  of  examples  : 
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Gen.  12.  7,  “  And  the  Lord  appeared  (o)qp fry)  unto  Abra¬ 
ham,  and  said,  etc., — and  there  builded  he  an  altar 
unto  the  Lord,  who  appeared  (oep&ivTi)  unto  him.” 
Th  is,  of  course,  could  not  be  an  appearance  made  to 
the  outward  organ  of  vision,  because  in  this  sense 
our  Saviour  declares,  John  1.  18,  “  No  man  hath  seen 
(kmgixxe)  God  at  any  time,”  which  is  reiterated  by 
the  apostle,  1  Tim.  6.  16,  “  Whom  no  man  hath 
seen  (eider)  or  can  see  ”  (idtlr).  Yet  in  another  sense 
we  find  this  very  term  applied  to  the  vision  of  God, 
Mat.  5.  5,  “  Blessed  are  the  pure  in  heart,  for  they 
shall  see  God,  (  oipovTai  rov  Owv)” 

Gen.  65.  9,  “  And  God  appeared  (aitp&ii)  unto  Jacob 
again,  when  he  came  out  of  Padan-aram.” 

Ex.  3.  2,  “  And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  appeared  (uicp&ij) 
unto  him  in  a  flame  of  fire.” 

Judg.  6.  12,  “  And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  appeared 
(a )(p&n)  unto  him.” 

“  13.  3,  “  And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  appeared  (wcp&i]) 
unto  the  woman.” 

1  Kings  3.  5,  “  In  Gibeon  the  Lord  appeared  (cocpdij) 
unto  Solomon  in  a  dream  by  night.” 

Luke  1.11,“  And  there  appeared  (Siepdrj)  unto  him  an  an¬ 
gel  of  the  Lord,  standing  on  the  right  side  of  the  altar.” 

“  22.  43,  “And  there  appeared  (aiepd-rj)  an  angel  unto 
him  from  heaven,  strengthening  him.” 

Acts  7.  30,  “  And  when  forty  years  were  expired,  there 
appeared  (oiqp&j/)  to  him  in  the  wilderness  of  Mount 
Sinai  an  angel  of  the  Lord  in  a  flame  of  fire  in  a 
bush.5 

“  7.  35,  “  The  same  did  God  send  to  be  a  ruler  and 
deliverer  by  the  hand  of  the  angel  which  appeared 
(ocp&evTog)  to  him  in  the  bush.5 
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Rev.  11.  19,  “  And  the  temple  of  God  was  opened  in 
heaven,  and  there  was  se?n  (w(p&rj)  in  his  temple  the 
ark  of  his  testament.”  This  is,  of  course,  an  intel¬ 
lectual  vision.  So  also  that  which  follows. 

Rev.  12.  1,  “  And  there  appeared  (bcf>£h))  a  great  wmnder 
in  heaven  ;  a  woman  clothed  with  the  sun,”  etc.  It 
is  clear,  therefore,  that  this  is  the  proper  term  to  ex¬ 
press  that  kind  of  sight  which  was  accorded  to  the 
prophets  in  their  ecstasies. 

The  only  question  that  can  arise  in  regard  to  these 
and  a  multitude  of  similar  cases  is,  whether  the  appear¬ 
ing  spoken  of  was  made  to  the  outward  or  the  inward 
eye.  This  question  must  be  determined  by  an  appeal  to 
the  prevailing  usage  in  regard  to  the  term.  In  the  fol¬ 
lowing  passages,  taken  exclusively  from  the  New  Testa¬ 
ment,  it  will  be  obvious  that  the  “  seeing”  indicated  by 
the  term  is  a  seeing  by  the  eye  of  the  mind,  and  not  of 
the  body. 

Luke  3.  16,  “  And  all  flesh  shall  see  (otpsTcn)  the  salva- 
of  God.” 

“  17.  22,  “The  days  will  come  when  ye  shall  desire 
to  see  one  of  the  days  of  the  Son  of  Man,  and  ye 
shall  not  see  (orx  oipEcr&e)  it.” 

John  3.  36,  “  He  that  believeth  not  the  Son,  shall  not 
see  (oipsrcu)  life.” 

Rom.  5.  21,  “  To  whom  he  wras  not  spoken  of,  they  shall 
see  (oipovTcn),  and  they  that  have  not  heard  shall  un¬ 
derstand.” 

Ileb.  12.  14,  “  Follow  peace  with  all  men,  and  holiness, 
without  which  no  man  shall  see  (oipsim)  the  Lord.” 
In  all  these  cases  the  import  is  that  of  mental  or 
spiritual  vision.  Guided  by  this  clew  wTe  may  assign  to 
the  same  class  the  vision  of  Christ  with  Moses  and  Elias 
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at  the  transfiguration,  whom  we  conceive  there  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  they  belfeld  with  the  natural  eye. 

Mat.  17.  3,  “  And  behold,  there  appeared  (<Zep&r)<jciv) 
unto  them  Moses  and  Elias  talking  with  him.” 

Luke  9.  31,  32,  “  And  behold,  there  talked  with  him 
two  men,  which  were  Moses  and  Elias;  who  ap¬ 
peared  (cocp&ijaav)  in  glory  and  spake  of  his  decease.” 
So  also  of  the  event  announced  by  our  Saviour  in 
the  following  passage,  which  we  conceive  is  to  be  inter¬ 
preted  of  a  similar  kind  of  vision. 

John  1.  5,  “  And  he  saith  unto  them,  Verily,  verily,  I 
say  unto  you,  hereafter  ye  shall  see  (oipEa&e)  heaven 
opened,  and  the  angels  of  God  ascending  and  de¬ 
scending  upon  the  Son  of  Man.” 

Thus,  too,  of  the  miracle  of  the  cloven  tongues. 

Acts  2.  3,  “  And  there  appeared  (ol xpdrjvccv)  unto  them 
cloven  tongues  like  as  of  fire,  and  it  sat  upon  each 
of  them.” 

From  the  general  usage  of  the  term,  we  infer  that  it 
has  here  the  import,  not  of  a  bodily,  but  of  a  mental 
vision.  Not  but  that  the  effect  produced  upon  the  inter¬ 
nal  sensorium  was  to  their  consciousness  the  same  as 
if  an  external  object  had  been  present  to  produce  it,  but 
our  position  still  is,  that  such  an  object  was  not  present, 
but  that  the  perception  was  the  result  of  an  immediate 
exertion  of  divine  power. 

Acts  2.  17,  “  And  it  shall  come  to  pass  in  the  last  days, 
saith  God,  I  will  pour  out  of  my  Spirit  upon  all  flesh  : 
and  your  sons  and  your  daughters  shall  prophesy,  and 
your  young  men  shall  see  visions  (ogdoeig  oi/jovtou), 
and  your  old  men  shall  dream  dreams.”  The  Greek 
ogdcng  denotes  a  mental  and  not  an  ocular  vision. 
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Rev.  9.  17,  “  And  thus  I  saw  the  horses  in  the  vision 

(3  ^  5  f  \  )  ) 

ev  Tij  oQaaei J. 

I  have  already  remarked  that  the  verb  oncogen  is  oc¬ 
casionally  used  to  denote  common  ocular  vision,  but 
out  of  fifty-seven  cases  in  which  the  word  occurs  in 
the  New  Testament,  the  following  are  the  only  ones  in 
which  it  will  bear  that  import. 

Mat.  27.  4,  “  What  is  that  to  us?  See  thou  (oipei)  to 
that.”  This  might  as  properly,  perhaps,  come  un¬ 
der  the  preceding  head,  but  we  concede  every  text 
that  is  possible.  So,  also,  Acts  18.  15. 

Luke  13.  28,  “  There  shall  be  weeping  and  gnashing  of 
teeth,  when  ye  shall  see  (oipea&s)  Abraham,  Isaac, 
and  Jacob,  and  all  the  prophets,  in  the  kingdom  of 
heaven.”  As  this,  however,  was  to  be  a  vision  in  the 
spiritual  world,  it  might  be  properly  contended  that 
it  was  to  be  seen  by  a  spiritual  eye. 

John  11.  40,  “  Said  I  not  unto  thee,  that  if  thou  wouldst 
believe  thou  shouldst  see  (oipsi)  the  glory  of  God.” 
This  is,  perhaps,  more  correctly  understood  of  a 
mental  recognition. 

“  16.  16,  “  A  little  while,  and  ye  shall  not  see  (#£o igurs) 
me,  and  again  a  little  while  and  ye  shall  see  (oipu t&z) 
me.”  So,  also,  v.  17,  19.  This  is  somewhat  re¬ 
markable,  as  the  term  for  seeing  in  the  two  clauses 
is  varied.  Whether  the  latter  term  was  intended  to 
intimate  the  peculiar  kind  of  seeing  which  would  be 
requisite  after  his  resurrection,  we  will  not  here 
positively  affirm,  but  certain  it  is  that  this  is  the  very 
word,  in  its  passive  form,  by  which  his  manifesta¬ 
tions  to  his  disciples  were  indicated,  as  we  shall  see 
in  what  follows. 

Acts  7.  26,  “  And  the  next  day  he  showed  himself 
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(a! cpxhj — appeared,  was  seen)  unto  them  as  they 
strove.55 

Acts  20.  25,  “  I  know  that  ye  all,  among  whom  I  have 
gone  preaching  the  kingdom  of  God,  shall  see 
(otyza&s)  my  face  no  more.55 

Heb.  13.  23,  “  With  whom,  if  he  come  shortly,  I  will 
see  (oipoycu)  you.55 

Here  are  eight  instances  out  of  fifty-seven  in  which 
we  do  not  refuse  to  admit  that  the  original  omoptu  indi¬ 
cates  ocular  vision.  The  remaining  forty-nine  consti¬ 
tute  so  strong  an  array  of  proofs  in  support  of  the  other 
sense,  that  we  see  not  why  our  asserted  distinction  is  not 
made  out.  If  so,  we  certainly  have  good  grounds  for  the 
position,  that  the  angelic  appearances  recorded  in  Scrip¬ 
ture  were  not  made  to  the  natural  eye .  But  to  this  species 
of  proof  we  shall  have  occasion  to  revert  again  hereafter. 

The  weeping  Mary,  after  being  addressed  by  the 
angels  in  the  sepulchre,  turned  herself  around,  and  lo  ! 
the  Lord  himself  suddenly  stood  by  her  side  in  an  as¬ 
pect  which  led  her  to  mistake  him  for  the  gardener.  As 
such  she  addressed  him,  and  it  was  only  in  the  hidden 
power  which  accompanied  the  utterance  of  her  name 
“  Mary  55  that  she  recognized  the  truth  of  his  person, 
and  at  once  responded,  with  a  transport  of  emotion,  in 
the  endearing  appellation  “  Rabboni.55  All  the  circum¬ 
stances  indicate  an  apparition  as  instantaneous  and  mi¬ 
raculous  as  that  of  the  angels  within  the  tomb,  and  as 
she  had  doubtless  just  had  her  mental  eye  couched  to 
behold  them ,  why  shall  we  not  suppose  that  it  was  in 
virtue  of  that  inward  change  that  she  was  enabled  to 
behold  him  ?  If  he  was  now  in  a  gross  human  body, 
where  had  he  been  in  the  interval  since  his  emergence 
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from  the  tomb  ?  He  had  previously  appeared,  it  seems, 
to  the  company  of  the  returning  women  in  the  city,  and 
shall  we  suppose  that  he  had  been  walking  the  streets 
in  the  mean  time,  and  now  came  up  to  the  door  of  the 
sepulchre  like  any  other  being  of  flesh  and  blood  ?  We 
would  ask  if  this  is  credible  ?  Do  we  not  instinctively 
reject  the  idea?  Is  it  not,  on  the  contrary,  the  far  more 
obvious  and  spontaneous  impression  wrought  in  the  mind 
of  the  common  reader,  that  this  appearance  was  strictly 
supernatural,  and  such  as  would  be  understood  of  a  spir¬ 
itualized  instead  of  a  material  body  ? 

It  will  perhaps  be  admitted  that  there  was  something 
miraculous  in  the  phenomena  of  our  Lord’s  post-resur¬ 
rection  appearances — that  he  had  power  to  conceal  him¬ 
self,  when  he  pleased,  from  human  vision — and  again 
to  make  himself  visible.  And  that  perhaps,  during  the 
whole  space  of  the  forty  days,  he  was  most  of  the  time 
invisible.  We  would  inquire  what  is  the  real  meaning 
to  be  attached  to  this  concession  ?  Does  it  not  virtually 
imply  the  very  thing  for  which  we  are  contending  ?  It 
appears,  as  near  as  we  can  determine  from  the  evangelic 
narrative,  that  he  appeared  eleven  times  during  the 
lapse  of  this  forty  days,  and  it  would  seem  that  the  time 
of  each  interview  was  short.  Suppose  we  allow  three 
hours  to  each,  here  are  thirty-three  hours  out  of  forty 
days  in  which  we  will  say  that  he  appeared  in  a  human 
body  of  flesh  and  bones.  Where  and  in  what  condition 
was  he  during  the  remainder  of  the  time?  Was  he  on 
the  earth?  How  did  he  subsist?  With  whom  did  he 
sojourn?  By  whom  was  he  seen?  These  are  all  fair 
and  legitimate  questions  on  the  ground  of  the  common 
theory.  There  is  certainly  no  evidence  that  he  was 
publicly  seen  during  that  time.  Indeed  we  have  ex- 
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press  assurance  to  the  contrary  in  the  words  of  Peter  to 
the  family  of  Cornelius,  the  centurion :  “  Him  God 
raised  up  the  third  day,  and  showed  him  openly  ( sdwxev 
amov  eficpav?]  ysvecrS'cu)  ;  not  to  all  the  people,  but  unto 
witnesses  chosen  before  of  God  !”  The  original  has  it, 
“  gave  him  to  become  visible/7  which  certainly  implies 
a  peculiar  empowering  of  the  spectators  to  behold  him. 
The  language  is  such  as  would  be  very  natural  on  the 
ground  of  the  truth  of  our  supposition.  It  was  then 
only  to  selected  witnesses  that  he  became  visible,  and 
that  too  at  intervals.  The  presumption  undoubtedly  is, 
that  he  was  invisible  because  he  was  in  a  spiritual  state 
— that  from  this  state  he  appeared  from  time  to  time, 
just  as  an  angel  appears.  The  difference  between  the 
two  theories  is,  that  in  the  one  case  the  virtue  of  the 
miracle  was  in  making  himself  visible,  in  the  other,  of 
making  himself  invisible.  The  one  supposes  the  pre¬ 
vailing  state  during  the  forty  days  to  have  been  terres¬ 
trial  and  material,  from  which,  however,  he  went  into, 
and  for  the  most  part  remained  in,  a  spiritual  condition; 
the  other  deems  the  prevailing  state  to  have  been  spirit¬ 
ual  and  celestial,  from  which  he  occasionally  became 
visible,  and  even  then  not  by  any  miraculous  change 
in  himself,  but  by  means  of  a  subjective  effect  wrought 
in  the  spectators,  by  which  they  were  enabled  to  per¬ 
ceive  him  in  whatever  form  he  was  pleased  to  exhibit 
himself,  whether  in  that  of  a  gardener,  of  an  ordinary 
traveller,  or  his  crucified  and  wounded  body.  These 
are  the  two  alternatives,  and  considering  the  nature  of 
the  evidence  in  regard  to  each,  I  do  not  perceive 
that  the  advocates  of  either  are  authorized  to  use  harsh 
language  of  those  of  the  other.  It  is  a  point  on  which 
honest  minds  may  honestly  differ,  without  laying  any 
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just  foundation  for  mutual  distrust  or  crimination,  much 
less  denunciation. 


§  III.  Third  Appearance. 

Mark  ]6.  12.  Luke  24.  13-35.  1  Cor.  15.  5. 

The  next  appearance  related  is  that  to  the  two  disci¬ 
ples  on  their  way  to  Emmaus,  on  the  afternoon  of  the 
same  day  on  which  he  rose.  This  is  spoken  of  very 
briefly  by  Mark  as  follows  :  “  After  that  he  appeared  to 
two  of  them  in  another  form  ( iv  etequ  pogcpp)  as  they 
walked  and  went  into  the  country.”  Mark  16.  12. 
Luke  relates  the  incident  far  more  minutely,  ch.  24. 
13-35,  “  And,  behold,  two  of  them  went  that  same  day 
to  a  village  called  Emmaus,  which  was  from  Jerusalem 
about  threescore  furlongs.  And  they  talked  together  of 
all  these  things  which  had  happened.  And  it  came  to 
pass,  that,  while  they  communed  together  and  reasoned, 
Jesus  himself  drew  near,  and  went  with  them.  But 
their  eyes  were  holden,  that  they  should  not  know  him. 
And  he  said  unto  them,  What  manner  of  communica¬ 
tions  are  these  that  ye  have  one  to  another,  as  ye  walk, 
and  are  sad  ?  And  the  one  of  them,  whose  name  was 
Cleopas,  answering,  said  unto  him,  Art  thou  only  a 
stranger  in  Jerusalem,  and  hast  not  known  the  things 
which  are  come  to  pass  there  in  these  days  ?  And  he 
said  unto  them,  What  things  ?  And  they  said  unto  him. 
Concerning  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  which  was  a  prophet 
mighty  in  deed  and  word  before  God  and  all  the  people  : 
and  how  the  chief  priests  and  our  rulers  delivered  him 
to  be  condemned  to  death,  and  have  crucified  him.  But 
we  trusted  that  it  had  been  he  which  should  have  re- 
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deemed  Israel  :  and  besides  all  this,  to-day  is  the  third 
day  since  these  things  were  done.  Yea,  and  certain 
women  also  of  our  company  made  us  astonished,  which 
were  early  at  the  sepulchre  :  and  when  they  found  not 
his  body,  they  came,  saying  that  they  had  also  seen  a 
vision  of  angels,  which  said  that  he  was  alive.  And 
certain  of  them  which  were  with  us  went  to  the  sepul¬ 
chre,  and  found  it  even  so  as  the  women  had  said  ;  but 
him  they  saw  not.  Then  he  said  unto  them,  O  fools, 
and  slow  of  heart  to  believe  all  that  the  prophets  have 
spoken  !  Ought  not  Christ  to  have  suffered  these 
things,  and  to  enter  into  his  glory  ?  And  beginning  at 
Moses,  and  all  the  prophets,  he  expounded  unto  them 
in  all  the  scriptures  the  things  concerning  himself. 
And  they  drew  nigh  unto  the  village  whither  they  went : 
and  he  made  as  though  he  would  have  gone  further. 
But  they  constrained  him,  saying,  Abide  with  us  ;  for 
it  is  toward  evening,  and  the  day  is  far  spent.  And  he 
went  in  to  tarry  with  them.  And  it  came  to  pass  as  he 
sat  at  meat  with  them,  he  took  bread,  and  blessed  it, 
and  brake,  and  gave  to  them.  And  their  eyes  were 
opened,  and  they  knew  him  ;  and  he  vanished  out  of 
their  sight.  And  they  said  one  to  another,  Did  not  our 
heart  burn  within  us,  while  he  talked  with  us  by  the 
way,  and  while  he  opened  to  us  the  scriptures  ?  And 
they  rose  up  the  same  hour,  and  returned  to  Jerusalem, 
and  found  the  eleven  gathered  together,  and  them  that 
were  with  them,  saying,  The  Lord  is  risen  indeed, 
and  hath  appeared  to  Simon.  And  they  told  what 
things  were  done  in  the  way,  and  how  he  was  known  of 
them  in  breaking  of  bread.33  The  one  evangelist  in¬ 
forms  us  that  he  appeared  “  in  another  form3’  (ly  sisga 
the  other  that  “  their  eyes  were  holden  that  they 


THE  RESURRECTION  OF  CHRIST 


31 


should  not  know  him.”  The  question  occurs,  what  is 
meant  by  “  another  form  ”  in  this  connexion.  Some 
have  understood  it  of  his  garb — that  he  was  now  in 
a  different  dress  from  that  in  which  he  had  been  fa¬ 
miliarly  known  to  them,  and  that  for  this  reason  they 
did  not  recognize  him.  But  the  word  is  not  elsewhere 
used  in  this  sense,  and  besides  it  is  difficult  to  conceive 
that  a  mere  difference  of  garment  should  have  prevented 
them  from  recognizing  a  person  whom  they  well  knew, 
if  there  was  no  chancre  in  his  countenance  and  voice, 
especially  as  he  walked  with  them  some  distance  and 
conversed  freely  with  them  all  the  time.  It  is  not  pos¬ 
sible,  we  think,  to  resist  the  evidence  that  there  was  a 
far  greater  change  than  this.  The  implication  we  take 
to  be  that  it  was  a  “  different  form  ”  from  that  in  which 
he  had  previously  appeared.  He  had  appeared  to  Mary 
at  first  in  a  form  which  led  her  to  mistake  him  for  a 
gardener,  though  he  afterwards  revealed  himself  in  his 
true  character.  Her  eyes,  therefore,  might  be  said  to  be 
at  first  comparatively  holden,  but  to  be  fully  opened 
when  she  exclaimed,  “  Rabboni.”  It  was  only  by  a 
spiritual  eye,  indeed,  that  she  beheld  him  at  all,  as  was 
the  case  with  the  two  disciples  when  he  appeared  as  a 
wayfaring  man  in  their  company,  but  in  both  instances 
a  further  and  fuller  revelation  was  subsequently  granted. 
Their  eyes  were  so  far  opened  that  they  had  a  more 
adequate  recognition  of  his  true  person,  for  we  see  no¬ 
thing  to  forbid  the  idea  of  different  degrees  of  this  super¬ 
natural  vision.  They  at  first  took  him  simply  for  what 
he  was  in  appearance,  a  common  traveller,  which  we 
know  at  the  same  time  was  not  his  true  form,  for  this 
was  spiritual  and  not  natural.  Is  not  this  obvious  from 
what  follows  ?  “  And  it  came  to  pass  as  he  sat  at  meat 
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with  them,  he  took  bread  and  blessed  it,  and  brake,  and 
gave  to  them.  And  tlieir  eyes  were  opened ,  and  he  van¬ 
ished  out  of  their  sight.”  What  is  clearer  than  that  this 
does  not  refer  to  their  natural  organs  of  sight,  but  to  an 
interior  mental  or  spiritual  perception  by  which  alone 
they  were  able  to  “  discern  the  Lord’s  body?”  Here, 
then,  we  have  the  most  unequivocal  assurance  that  it 
was  by  means  of  an  inward  subjective  change  in  them¬ 
selves  that,  on  this  occasion,  they  were  enabled  to  re¬ 
cognize  the  Saviour  in  his  resurrection-person.  And  if 
it  was  so  on  this  occasion,  why  not  also  on  others  ? 
Why  shall  we  not  also  suppose  that  it  was  in  precisely 
the  same  way  that  he  appeared  to  Mary  at  the  tomb,  and 
to  her  companions  in  the  city,  and  that  it  was  also  in 
the  same  way  that  they  had  seen  the  angels  whose  na¬ 
ture,  as  spiritual  beings,  is  so  much  akin  to  that  of  our 
Lord  in  his  resurrection-state?  We  insist  upon  the  sim¬ 
ilarity  of  the  vision  in  the  two  cases,  not  only  from  its 
intrinsic  probability,  but  also  from  the  express  language 
of  the  sacred  record. 

In  the  conversation  on  the  way  to  Emmaus,  above 
alluded  to,  the  disciples  say  :  “  Yea,  and  certain  women 
also  of  our  company  made  us  astonished,  which  were  ear¬ 
ly  at  the  sepulchre ;  and  when  they  found  not  his  body, 
they  came  saying,  that  they  had  also  seen  a  vision  of 
angels,  which  said  that  he  was  alive.”  Now  the  term 
for  vision  in  the  original  ( omaala )  is  a  term  which  is 
never  in  the  Scriptures  employed  in  reference  to  the  or¬ 
dinary  sight  of  the  natural  eye.  It  is  always  applied  to 
that  kind  of  supernatural  vision  by  which  the  prophets 
and  apostles,  in  their  ecstatic  trances,  beheld  the  angels 
and  other  objects  of  the  spiritual  world.  Thus  Paul, 
speaking  of  the  Lord’s  appearing  to  him  on  the  way  to 
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Damascus,  which  certainly  was  not  an  appearance  of 
his  material  body,  nor  one  made  to  his  outward  eye,  for 
his  companions  travelling  with  him  saw  nothing  of  the 
kind,  says  to  King  Agrippa,  “  Wherefore,  O  King,  I  was 
not  disobedient  to  the  heavenly  vision  (oTZiaoia)”  the 
same  word  that  we  have  before  us.  So  again,  2  Cor. 
12.  1,  “  It  is  not  expedient  for  me  doubtless  to  glory; 
I  will  come  to  visions  (oTiTctaiag)  and  revelations  of  the 
Lord.”  He  then  goes  on  to  speak  of  being  caught  up 
to  the  third  heaven,  where  he  saw  and  heard  unutterable 
things.  Nobody  will  say  that  this  was  a  vision  accorded 
to  the  eye  of  his  body,  for  he  tells  us  that  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  was  in  the  body  or  out  of  the  body. 
The  only  other  instance  in  which  the  word  occurs  is 
Luke  1.  22,  respecting  Zachariah :  “  And  when  he 
came  out  he  could  not  speak  unto  them  :  and  they  per¬ 
ceived  that  he  had  seen  a  vision  ( onzaaiav )  in  the  tem¬ 
ple.”  That  this  was  a  vision  seen  by  the  inward  and 
not  by  the  outward  eye,  is  to  be  inferred  from  what 
we  have  seen  to  be  elsewhere  the  uniform  sense  of  the 
word,  and  also  from  the  fact  that  the  incident  is  recorded 
in  v.  11,  in  the  language  which  we  have  seen  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  Scriptural  angelophanies  :  “  And  there  ap¬ 
peared  (wcp&r})  unto  him  an  angel  of  the  Lord  standing 
on  the  right  side  of  the  altar  of  incense.” 

Here,  then,  we  have  a  term  employed  in  reference  to 
these  women  which  denotes,  beyond  the  shadow  of  a 
doubt,  that  they  saw  not  the  angels  with  their  natural 
eyes,  and  we  have  also  the  express  assurance  that  in  the 
case  of  the  two  disciples  it  was  by  the  opening  of  their 
inward  eye  that  they  were  enabled  to  recognize  the 
Lord  in  his  true  person  ;  and  what  inference  can  we 
possibly  draw’,  but  that  the  bodies  both  of  the  angels  and 
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the  Saviour,  were  alike  spiritual  and  celestial,  and  could 
not  be  seen  by  the  gross  organs  of  the  flesh  ?  The  same 
conclusion  follows  from  its  being  said  that  “  he  vanished 
out  of  their  sight,”  or  as  the  letter  of  the  original  has  it, 
“  he  became  invisible”  ( ayavrog  s/svsto).  Does  this 
mean  that  he  took  his  departure  out  of  the  door  like  a 
being  of  flesh  and  blood  ?  So  says  Mr.  Barnes  in  his 
Commentary  :  “  It  does  not  appear  that  there  was  any 

thing  miraculous  in  this ;  but  during  their  surprise,  he 
took  the  opportunity  suddenly  to  withdraw  himself.” 
Now  is  not  this  doing  obvious  violence  to  language  ? 
Does  not  every  unbiassed  reader  take  the  impression 
that  it  was  a  sudden  and  supernatural  disappearance  on 
the  spot  from  human  view?  And  here,  in  opposition  to 
Mr.  Barnes,  we  are  happy  to  avail  ourselves  of  a  conces¬ 
sion  of  Dr.  Robinson,  one  of  the  most  strenuous  assert- 
ors  of  the  resurrection  of  the  material  body,  who  in  his 
recent  able  article  in  the  Bibliotheca  Sacra,  says  of  the 
incident  we  are  now  considering,  that  the  idea  of  our 
Lord’s  appearing  in  another  dress  is  “  all  hypothesis ;” 
and  that  “  the  averment  of  Luke,  that  their  eyes  were 
holden,  and  the  manner  of  our  Lord’s  parting  from  them 
afterwards,  seem  more  naturally  to  imply,  that  the  idea 
of  a  supernatural  agency,  affecting  not  Jesus  himself , 
hut  the  eyes  or  minds  of  the  two  disciples ,  was  in  the 
mind  of  the  sacred  writer.”  We  have  here  the  clear 
admission  of  the  great  principle  for  which  we  contend, 
of  a  subjective  change  in  the  vision  of  the  witnesses  of 
the  resurrection-body  of  Christ,  and  our  only  surprise  is, 
that  as  this  idea  solves  all  the  difficulties  of  the  case,  the 
writer  did  not  adopt  it  throughout. 

The  original  acpavxoq,  it  is  true,  occurs  nowhere  else 
in  the  Scriptures,  but  lexicographers  remark  that  there 
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is  no  difference  in  import  between  this  and  llcpavrjg  which 
is  several  times  applied  in  the  Old  Testament  to  the 
sudden  disappearance  of  angels.  Thus,  2  Macc.  3.  34, 
“  And  having  spoken  thus,  they  (the  angels)  appeared 
no  more  (ayavtig  iyevovxo ).”  Here,  then,  we  are  undoubt¬ 
edly  taught  that  our  Lord  suddenly  and  miraculously  dis¬ 
appeared  from  the  view  of  the  disciples.  He  vanished  in 
the  breaking  of  bread.  And  this  act  is  explained  by  the 
explanation  of  their  seeing  him.  If  they  saw  him  by  the 
supernatural  opening  of  their  inward  eye,  they  ceased  to 
see  him  by  the  equally  supernatural  closing  of  that  eye. 
As  for  himself,  there  was  no  necessity  for  any  local  remo¬ 
val.  He  disappeared  just  as  an  audience  would  disappear 
from  the  view  of  a  speaker  upon  closing  his  eyes.  They 
would  remain  just  where  they  were  before.  As  before 
remarked,  we  know  nothing  about  the  relation  of  spirit¬ 
ual  or  angelic  bodies  to  space. 


§  IV.  Fourth  Appearance. 

Mark  16:  14-18.  Luke  24 :  36-49.  John  20 :  19-29. 

The  next  appearance  mentioned  was  still  on  the 
evening  of  the  same  day,  at  Jerusalem  :  “  And  as  they 

thus  spake,  Jesus  himself  stood  in  the  midst  of  them,  and 
saith  unto  them,  Peace  be  unto  you.  But  they  were** 
terrified  and  affrighted,  and  supposed  that  they  had  seen 
a  spirit.  And  he  said  unto  them,  Why  are  ye  troubled  ? 
and  why  do  thoughts  arise  in  your  hearts  ?  Behold  my 
hands  and  my  feet,  that  it  is  I  myself :  handle  me,  and  see  ; 
for  a  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones,  as  ye  see  me  have. 
And  when  he  had  thus  spoken,  he  showed  them  his 
hands  and  his  feet.  And  while  they  yet  believed  not  for 
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joy,  and  wondered,  he  said  unto  them,  Have  ye  here 
any  meat?  And  they  gave  him  apiece  of  a  broiled  fish, 
and  of  a  honey-comb.  And  he  took  it,  and  did  eat  be¬ 
fore  them.  And  he  said  unto  them,  These  are  the 
words  which  I  spake  unto  you,  while  I  was  yet  with  you, 
that  all  things  must  be  fulfilled  which  were  written  in 
the  law  of  Moses,  and  in  the  prophets,  and  in  the  psalms, 
concerning  me.  Then  opened  he  their  understanding, 
that  they  might  understand  the  Scriptures.  And  said 
unto  them,  Thus  it  is  written,  and  thus  it  behoved 
Christ  to  suffer,  and  to  rise  from  the  dead  the  third  day : 
and  that  repentance  and  remission  of  sins  should  be 
preached  in  his  name  among  all  nations,  beginning  at 
Jerusalem.  And  ye  are  witnesses  of  these  things.  And 
behold,  I  send  the  promise  of  my  Father  upon  you  :  but 
tarry  ye  in  the  city  of  Jerusalem,  until  ye  be  endued 
with  power  from  on  high.”  Luke  24.  36-49. 

Here  we  infer  again  the  sudden  and  instantaneous 
apparition  of  our  Lord.  “  And  as  they  thus  spake,  Je¬ 
sus  stood  (cot i])  in  the  midst  of  them.”  Nothing  is  said 
of  his  entrance  by  the  door  or  in  any  other  way.  The 
first  they  know,  he  is  there — they  see  him. 

It  is  indeed  true  that  the  language  of  John  is  slightly 
different :  “  Then  the  same  day  at  evening,  being  the 
first  day  of  the  week,  when  the  doors  were  shut  where 
the  disciples  were  assembled  for  fear  of  the  Jews,  came 
Jesus  and  stood  (rjl&s  xal  cor??)  in  the  midst,  and  said,” 
&/C.  Upon  this  Dr.  Robinson  argues  as  follows : 
“  The  question  here  again  is  raised,  whether  this  en¬ 
trance  of  our  Lord  was  miraculous?  That  it  might 
have  been  so,  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt.  He  who  in 
the  days  of  his  flesh  walked  upon  the  waters,  and  before 
whose  angel  the  iron  gate  of  the  prison  opened  of  its 
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own  accord,  so  that  Peter  might  pass  out  he  who  was 
himself  just  risen  from  the  dead;  might  well  in  some 
miraculous  way  present  himself  to  his  followers  in  spite 
of  bolts  and  bars.  But  does  the  language  here  neces- 
sarily  imply  a  miracle  ?  The  doors  indeed  were  shut; 
but  the  word  used  does  not  of  itself  signify  that  they 
were  bolted  or  fastened.  The  object  no  doubt  was,  to 
prevent  access  to  spies  from  the  Jews  ;  or  also  to  guard 
themselves  from  the  danger  of  being  arrested  ;  and  both 
these  objects  might  perhaps  have  been  as  effectually  ac¬ 
complished  by  a  watch  at  or  before  the  door.  Nor  do 
the  words  used  of  our  Lord  strictly  indicate  any  thing 
miraculous.  We  do  not  find  here  a  form  of  eylaTtjpi, 
the  word  commonly  employed  to  express  the  sudden  ap¬ 
pearance  of  angels;  but,  ‘  he  came  and  stood  v.al 

in  the  midst  of  them;’  implying  per  se  nothing 
more  than  the  ordinary  mode  of  approach.  There  is 
in  fact  nothing  in  the  whole  account  to  suggest  a  mira- 
cle,  except  the  remark  of  John  respecting  the  doors  ; 
and  as  this  circumstance  is  not  mentioned  either  by 
Mark  or  Luke,  it  may  be  doubtful,  whether  we  are  ne¬ 
cessarily  compelled  by  the  language  to  regard  the  mode 
of  our  Lord’s  entrance  as  miraculous.” 

In  reply  to  this,  we  think  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
intimation  of  our  Saviour’s  “  coming”  in  connexion  with 
his  “  standing”  in  the  presence  of  his  disciples  on  this 
occasion,  detracts  nothing  from  the  force  of  our  pre¬ 
vious  reasoning  in  support  of  the  miraculous  character 
of  his  appearance  at  this  time.  Our  argument,  it  will 
be  observed,  is  built  on  the  assumption  that  our  Lord’s 
manifestations  of  himself  from  time  to  time  to  his  disci- 


*  Acts  !2  :  10. 
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pies  daring  the  forty  days,  were  of  the  nature  of  the 
scriptural  angelophanies.  Now  if  it  can  be  made  to  ap¬ 
pear,  that  the  use  of  the  same  phraseology  is  common  in 
such  narratives — that  an  angel  is  frequently  said  to 
“  come,”  even  when  he  must  have  appeared  to  an  in¬ 
ternal  vision — then  it  is  clear  that  the  weight  of  the  ob- 
jection  drawn  from  the  occurrence  of  this  term  in  John’s 
account,  is  essentially  impaired.  Let  the  following  pas¬ 
sages  speak  for  themselves  on  this  point:  Judg.  6.  11, 
“  And  there  came  (rjk&e)  an  angel  of  the  Lord,  and  sat 
under  an  oak  which  was  in  Ophrah.”  That  this  was 
properly  the  vision  of  an  angel  is  to  be  gathered  from  its 
being  said,  v.  12,  “  And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  appeared 
(wqpvL?)  unto  him,”  which  we  have  already  shown  to  be 
the  appropriated  language  for  this  kind  of  appearances 
made  to  the  inward  perception.  Dan.  11.  18,  “  Then 
there  came  again  and  touched  me  one  like  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  a  man,  and  strengthened  me.”  Rev.  8.  3., 
“  And  another  angel  came  and  stood  (r^xh]  xcu  I'cnrj')  at 
the  altar.”  * 

Bringing  with  us,  therefore,  to  this  manifestation  the 
evidence  collected  from  the  former  ones,  we  are  certain¬ 
ly  authorized  to  conclude  that  the  nature  of  it  was  the 
same  with  that  of  the  former.  And  I  would  desire  es¬ 
pecial  attention  to  this  consideration,  for  I  cannot  per¬ 
ceive  but  that  this  fact  must  necessarily  govern  our  in¬ 
terpretation  of  the  incidents  that  followed.  The  op¬ 
posite  view  to  that  which  I  am  now  defending,  supposes 
that  the  body  now  exhibited  was  the  veritable,  unchang¬ 
ed  body  of  flesh  and  bones  which  had  been  taken  down 
from  the  cross  and  deposited  in  the  sepulchre.  Conse¬ 
quently,  its  advocates  begin  by  denying  that  there  was 
any  thing  miraculous  implied  by  the  phrase,  “  stood  in 
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the  midst  of  them,”  unless  possibly  it  might  be  that  our 
Lord,  by  his  omnipotent  will,  cpened  the  door,  as  the 
angel  did  the  prison  door  when  Peter  was  delivered. 
But  if  this  were  so,  would  not  this  miracle  of  itself  have 
been  worthy  of  record  ?*  We  plant  ourselves,  however, 
upon  the  simple  letter  of  the  narrative  as  it  stands.  We 
contend  that  the  plain,  obvious  import  of  the  text  is,  that 
this  appearance  was  sudden  and  supernatural.  As  they 
were  convened  together  in  a  closed  room,  “  Jesus  stood 
in  the  midst  of  them.”  He  made  himself  visible  to 
them.  And  how  was  this  but  by  the  same  process  with 
that  which  he  had  before  seen  fit  to  employ,  viz.,  the 
sudden  development  of  an  interior  power  of  vision  which 

*  Thus  the  writer  of  a  review  on  my  work  on  the  Resurrec¬ 
tion,  in  a  recent  number  of  the  Princeton  Repertory,  remarks  that 
“  With  only  a  moiety  of  Professor  Bush’s  philological  dexterity, 
and  a  tithe  of  his  temerity,  we  could  make  it  appear,  that  *  the 
language  used  of  those  events,  is  such  as  to  be  capable  of  being  con¬ 
sistently  understood  without  the  implication,’  that  in  the  cases  of  our 
Saviours  appearance  there  was,  on  the  supposition  of  a  material 
body,  any  supernatural  phenomenon  at  all.  For  instance,  Jesus  is 
said  to  have  stood  in  the  midst  of  them,  the  doors  being  shut.  It  is 
not  said  ‘  explicitly’  that  the  doors  were  shut  when  he  came  in  ;  and 
how  natural  the  conclusion,  that  while  the  doors  were  open  he  enter¬ 
ed  and  sat  ;  and  after  the  doors  were  shut,  rose  and  addressed  his  dis¬ 
ciples.  Or  on  the  other  occasion,  while  the  two  disciples  were  relat¬ 
ing  the  occurrences  on  the  way  to  Emmaus,  and  at  the  table  there, 
and  Jesus  himself  stood  in  the  midst  of  them,  it  is  not  said  even  that 
the  doors  were  shut,  and  the  presumption  is  allowable  that  he  entered 
in  the  natural  way.  And  as  to  his  evanishing  at  the  house  in  Em¬ 
maus,  it  was  at  the  instant  of  the  disciples’  confusion,  after  their  sud¬ 
den  and  overwhelming  discernment  of  him  as  their  Lord,  while  their 
faces,  perhaps,  were  hidden  with  astonishment,  and  their  hearts 
“  burning  within  them”  with  the  lingering  fire  of  his  eloquence  along 
the  road,  that  he  abruptly  and  silently  withdrew,  they  knew  not 
how.,f 
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enabled  them  to  take  cognizance  of  a  spiritual  body? 
What  other  supposition  is  possible,  if  he  appeared  to 
them  without  entering  the  room  ?  Are  we  not,  on  the 
contrary  supposition,  compelled  to  infer  that  he  came 
in  his  material  body  to  the  door,  on  the  outside — that 
this  gross  body  was  instantaneously  spiritualized  that  he 
might  pass  through  it — and  then  as  instantaneously  ma¬ 
terialized,  that  it  might  be  seen  and  handled  by  the  dis¬ 
ciples?  And  is  this  probable  ?  Possible,  we  may  indeed 
admit  it  to  be,  and  if  we  were  cast  simply  for  a  solution 
on  this  text  alone,  we  might  deem  ourselves  perhaps 
shut  up  to  the  admission  of  this  twofold  miracle.  But 
certainly,  the  weight  of  the  evidence  we  have  adduced 
in  regard  to  the  previous  instances  bears  directly  upon 
this.  If  he  had  formerly  become  visible  in  the  man¬ 
ner  suggested,  why  not  now  ? 

But  how,  it  is  asked,  is  this  to  be  reconciled  with 
what  follows,  Luke  24.  37-39  ?  “  But  they  were  ter¬ 

rified  and  affrighted,  and  supposed  that  they  had  seen  a 
spirit.  And  he  said  unto  them,  Why  are  ye  troubled  ? 
and  why  do  thoughts  arise  in  your  hearts  ?  Behold 
my  hands  and  my  feet,  that  it  is  I  myself :  handle 
me,  and  see  ;  for  a  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones,  as  ye 
see  me  have.” 

Upon  this  we  are  perfectly  ready  to  concede,  that  the 
language  taken  by  itself,  in  its  simple  letter,  would  convey 
the  impression,  which  it  is  said  by  many  is  inevitable,  that 
it  was  a  material  body  which  was  now  submitted  to  the 
test  of  the  senses  of  the  disciples.  But  let  us  recollect, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  proof  already  adduced  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  first  appearance  in  the  room,  that 
the  body  was  not  material — that  it  required  the  opening 
of  the  inward  eye  to  see  it,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
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it  could  not  be  seen  by  the  outward  eye — and  then  say 
whether  it  is  credible  that  it  was  any  other  body  which  was 
handled  than  that  which  appeared  in  the  midst  of  them, 
without  coming  through  the  usual  avenue  into  the 
room. 

But  how  could  they  touch  and  handle  any  other  than 
a  material  body  ?  To  this  let  me  say  in  reply,  that  no 
one  is  authorized  to  urge  this  objection  so  long  as  he  ad¬ 
mits  the  force  of  the  evidence  as  to  the  real  nature  of 
the  body  which  appeared.  Did  a  gross  material  body  in¬ 
stantaneously  make  itself  visible  in  a  closed  room,  or  not  ? 
— for  this  is  the  hinge  on  which  the  whole  matter  turns. 
If  we  say  it  did,  then  we  leave  ourselves  in  apparent  con¬ 
flict  with  the  plain  purport  of  the  text.  If  we  admit  that 
it  did  not — that  it  was  a  spiritual  body  which  appeared — 
then  we  are  not  required  to  allow  the  force  of  any  diffi¬ 
culty  on  this  score,  until  it  can  be  shown  to  be  impossi¬ 
ble,  in  the  nature  of  the  case,  that  Omnipotence  itself 
could  so  order  the  phenomena  of  the  manifestation,  as  to 
make  a  spiritual  body  to  produce  the  same  impressions 
upon  the  minds  of  the  disciples  that  a  material  body 
would  have  done.  I  say  it  must  be  shown  that  it  is  not 
in  the  compass  of  divine  power  to  effect  this,  before  we 
can  feel  at  liberty  to  set  aside  the  previous  evidence  that 
the  body  which  now  appeared  was  not  a  body  within  the 
sphere  of  mortal  or  material  conditions.  Yet  who  can 
profess  himself  to  have  so  completely  mastered  all  the 
laws  and  attributes  of  spiritual  existence  as  to  be  entitled 
to  pronounce  it  impossible,  that  the  celestial  body  of 
our  Lord  may  have  been  made  capable  of  presenting  to 
the  eyes  or  the  hands  of  the  disciples  all  the  evidence 
that  was  really  necessary  to  identify  his  essential  person 
as  now  re-living  and  re-appearing  on  the  earth  ?  If  there 
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is  an  inward  spiritual  vision ,  may  there  not  be  also  an 
inward  and  spiritual  touch ?  And  if  the  consciousness 
of  the  subject  cannot  discriminate  between  the  functions 
of  the  outer  and  the  inner  eye,  may  not  the  case  be 
the  same  in  regard  to  the  touch? 

But  however  this  may  be,  we  strenuously  contend 
that  the  great  object  to  be  secured  by  the  testimony  of 
the  disciples  to  the  resurrection  of  Christ,  was  attained  by 
their  witnessing  to  the  fact  of  such  a  body  being  mani¬ 
fested  to  them  as  was  manifested  ;  and  what  this  was  we 
are  to  gather,  not  from  the  language  of  a  single  isolated 
text,  or  incident,  but  from  an  intelligent  survey  of  the 
whole  history  collated  part  with  part.  If,  on  the  whole, 
the  evidence  seems  decisive  or  preponderant  that  our 
Lord’s  body  came  out  of  the  tomb  a  changed,  spiritual, 
and  celestial  body,  then  the  disciples  witnessing  such  a 
body,  confirmed  the  great  fact  of  the  resurrection  ;  and 
though  this  fact  were  one  that  could  be  testified  to  only 
by  the  vision  of  a  spiritual  eye  supernaturally  couched, 
yet  this  does  not  invalidate  the  weight  of  the  testimony. 
Paul  was  a  true  witness  to  the  great  fact  of  the  Lord’s 
resurrection,  and  yet  he  beheld  only  the  glorious  body 
of  the  Saviour,  and  that,  too,  with  an  inward  instead  of  an 
outward  eye.  Why,  then,  may  not  the  eleven  have  been 
equally  unimpeachable  witnesses,  though  we  should  sup¬ 
pose  them  to  have  seen  only  the  same  body  that  Paul 
saw,  and  to  have  seen  it  in  the  same  manner?  In  what 
other  sense,  in  fact,  were  they  witnesses  of  the  Lord’s  re¬ 
surrection  ?  They  did  not  stand  by  and  see  the  stone 
rolled  away,  and  the  identical  body  emerge  from  the  se¬ 
pulchre.  This  was  not  even  seen  by  the  Roman  sol¬ 
diers  who  were  stationed  to  guard  the  sacred  deposit,  for 
when  the  angel  descended  they  were  overwhelmed  and 
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struck  down,  and  saw  nothing.  But  if  the  fact  to  which 
the  disciples  were  to  be  witnesses  was  the  fact  of  the  re¬ 
suscitation  and  issuing  forth  of  the  material  body,  why 
was  it  not  so  ordered  that  they  should  have  actually  be¬ 
held  it  ?  The  truth  is  obvious,  that  they  were  designed 
to  be  spiritual  witnesses  of  the  resurrection  of  a  spiritual 
body. 

This  idea  receives  additional  support  from  a  recur¬ 
rence  to  Paul’s  own  language,  1  Cor.  15.  3-8  :  “  For  I 
delivered  unto  you  first  of  all  that  which  I  also  re¬ 
ceived,  how  that  Christ  died  for  our  sins  according 
to  the  Scriptures.  And  that  he  was  buried,  and  that 
he  rose  again  the  third  day  according  to  the  Scriptures. 
And  that  he  was  seen  of  Cephas,  then  of  the  twelve. 
After  that,  he  was  seen  of  above  five  hundred  brethren 
at  once  ;  of  whom  the  greater  part  remain  unto  this 
present,  but  some  are  fallen  asleep.  After  that,  he  was 
seen  of  James  ;  then  of  all  the  apostles.  And  last  of  all 
he  was  seen  of  me  also,  as  of  one  born  out  of  due  time.” 
Now  would  any  one  infer  from  this  that  the  manner 
of  Paul’s  seeing  the  Lord  after  his  resurrection  was  any 
different  from  that  in  which  he  was  seen  by  his  apostolic 
compeers?  The  expression  is  precisely  the  same  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  whole,  and  yet  the  hypothesis  we  are  oppo¬ 
sing  makes  it  necessary  to  believe,  that  while  they  saw 
him  in  a  material  body,  he  beheld  him  in  a  spiritual  one. 

But  still  there  is  a  lingering  reluctance  to  admit  a 
solution  of  the  circumstances  that  seems  to  conflict  with 
the  strictness  of  the  letter.  Does  not  such  a  construc¬ 
tion  present  Him  who  was  the  Incarnate  Truth  itself,  in 
the  light  of  an  impostor,  a  deceiver,  an  assertor  of  that 
which  was  positively  false?  Does  he  not  expressly  say, 
“  A  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones  as  ye  see  me  have  ”? 
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Undoubtedly  he  does,  and  what  then?  It  is  said  that 
David  saw  an  angel  standing  over  Jerusalem  with  a 
drawn  sword  in  his  hand.  Does  it  follow  that  that  sword 
was  made  of  steel,  and  that  it  was  mounted  with  metals 
drawn  from  the  bowels  of  the  earth?  Was  not  the 
swTord  of  the  same  material  with  the  arm  and  the  hand 
that  held  it  ?  “A  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones/’  A 
spirit  in  their  idea  was  a  shadow,  a  phantom — something 
probably  like  a  cloud  or  vapor,  in  exterior  human  form 
indeed,  but  with  not  even  the  appearance  of  the  dis¬ 
tinctive  constituents  of  a  human  being.  It  wras  some¬ 
thing  which  could  afford  no  evidence  of  the  substantial 
identity  of  a  true  person.  The  language  of  Job,  4.  15, 
16,  acquaints  us  with  the  ancient  idea  of  spirits :  “  A 
spirit  passed  before  my  face ;  the  hair  of  my  flesh  stood 
up  :  it  stood  still,  but  I  could  not  discern  the  form 
thereof:  an  image  was  before  mine  eyes.” 

Now  our  Lord  intended  to  teach  them  that  in  his 
case  there  was  something  more  than  this — that  it  was 
actually  he  himself ,  in  the  essential  verity  of  his  being, 
and  if  they  would  exercise  the  faculties  with  which  they 
were  endowed,  they  could  not  resist  the  belief  that  they 
were  not  conversant  with  a  mere  vapory  ghost,  like  the 
airy  spirits  of  Ossian,  but  their  internal  senses  would  re¬ 
port  a  veritable  man.  We  say  “  their  internal  senses,” 
because,  as  we  conceive,  it  was  in  fact  to  these  that  the 
appeal  was  made.  The  phenomenon  before  them  was  of 
such  a  nature  that  it  could  not  but  have  the  effect  of  be¬ 
getting  the  belief  that  they  saw  and  handled  that  which 
was  a  real  entity,  and  not  a  vague  shadowy  phantasm. 
This  is,  in  fact,  to  be  gathered  from  the  very  language  it¬ 
self;  for  it  will  be  observed  that  he  does  not  say  in  ex¬ 
press  terms,  “  A  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones  as  I 
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have,”  but — “  as  ye  see  me  have,”  where  the  original  is 
not  the  common  word  for  “  see”  (a$£Tf),  but  another 
term  (  freoioelTs),  which  implies  more  of  a  mental  percep¬ 
tion  equivalent  to  our  consider ,  contemplate ,  apprehend. 
A  spirit  hath  not  flesh  and  bones  as  1  seem  to  you  to 
have — as  you  contemplate  me  as  having.  We  are  well 
aware  that  the  dissentients  from  our  interpretation 
will  here  deny  that  any  particular  stress  can  be  laid 
on  the  word  iouts,  as  nothing  is  more  common  than 
the  application  of  it  to  denote  the  ordinary  vision  of  the 
natural  eye.  We  readily  grant  that  it  is  often  so  employ¬ 
ed.  Nevertheless  we  are  not  deterred  by  this  from  main¬ 
taining,  that  there  is  something  in  the  legitimate  import 
of  the  term,  and  in  the  circumstances  of  its  frequent  use, 
which  goes  to  render  it  a  peculiarly  fitting  word  by  which 
to  express  the  peculiar  idea  designed  to  be  conveyed  in 
the  present  connexion.  I  find,  for  instance,  on  investi¬ 
gating  the  Septuagint  usage,  that  in  thirteen  cases  out  of 
twenty-four,  it  is  the  term  that  answers  to  the  Heb.  «itn? 
which,  as  I  have  already  remarked,  is  the  more  appro¬ 
priated  term  for  denoting  spiritual  or  prophetic  vision. 
Accordingly,  as  it  implies  more  especially  a  mental  act , 
it  is  defined  in  such  cases  by  contemplor ,  to  contemplate. 
Thus  repeatedly  in  Daniel,  “  Thou  sawest  (i-frtwgug),  O 
king,  and  behold  a  great  image” — “Thou  sawest  (s&swgng) 
till  that  a  stone  was  cut  out  without  hands” — “  I  saio 
(^{w(iow),  and  behold  a  tree  in  the  midst  of  the  earth” 
— “  I  saw  (e&eugovr)  in  the  visions  of  my  head  upon  my 
bed” — “  I  Daniel  saw  (e&toj govv)  in  my  vision  by  night” 
— “  I  beheld  (t&ewgo vv)  till  the  thrones  were  cast  down.” 
So,  in  the  New  Testament,  we  have  the  following,  John 
6.  40,  “  This  is  the  will  of  him  that  sent  me,  that  every 
one  which  seeth  (#£cooa>,  i.  e.  with  an  eye  of  faith)  the 
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Son,  and  believeth  in  him,  may  have  everlasting  life.” 
Ch.  12.  45,  “  And  he  that  seeth  (&£wqo>v)  me,  seeth 
him  that  sent  me.”  Ch.  14.  17,  “  Even  the 
Spirit  of  Truth,  whom  the  world  cannot  receive  because 
it  seeth  (ftecogti)  him  not.”  That  is,  does  not  believ- 
ingly  apprehend  him.  We  would  build  no  more  upon 
the  use  of  this  term  than  it  will  justly  bear.  Our  grand 
position  is  by  no  means  dependent  upon  the  sense  we 
have  assigned  to  it  in  this  connexion,  and  if  any  one 
shall  contend  that  the  philological  evidence  is  too  slight 
to  allow  of  its  being  pleaded  in  our  behalf,  we  will  not 
debate  the  point  with  him.  At  the  same  time  we  con¬ 
ceive  that  the  illustrative  instances  we  have  adduced  are 
entitled  to  consideration.  We  cannot  but  think  there 
was  a  reason  for  the  use  of  this  word  rather  than  any 
other  in  the  present  passage. 

We  say,  then,  that  the  presentation,  made  not  to  the 
natural  but  the  supernatural  senses  of  the  disciples,  was 
that  of  a  true  human  material  body  transmuted  by  the  di¬ 
vine  operative  efficiency  into  a  true  human  spiritual 
body,  of  such  a  nature,  that  when  seen  by  the  spiritual 
eye,  and  submitted  to  the  spiritual  touch,  it  would  faith¬ 
fully  represent  all  the  distinguishing  attributes  of  the 
former  structure.  And  who  does  not  perceive  how  dif¬ 
ferent  this  would  be  from  the  mere  phantasmagoria  of  a 
ghost,  bearing  just  as  much  resemblance  to  a  man  as  a 
body  of  smoke  that  we  might  conceive  to  be  wrought 
into  a  human  form  ? 

What,  then,  is  to  be  thought  of  that  most  uncandid, 
unjust,  and  ungenerous  of  all  imputations,  that  this  lan¬ 
guage  was  practising  a  cheat  upon  the  credulity  of  the 
disciples  and  all  future  readers  of  the  gospel,  if  it  did 
not  teach  that  our  Lord  now  appeared  in  a  body  of  veri- 
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table  flesh  and  blood  ?  *  Where  was  the  deception  ? 
The  design  was  to  prove  to  the  disciples  that  our  Lord, 
as  to  the  essential  truth  of  his  being,  was  risen,  was 
alive,  had  appeared  before  them.  For  this  purpose  he 
exhibits  the  body  which  he  had  in  the  only  way  in  which 
it  was  possible,  in  the  nature  of  the  case,  that  he  could 
exhibit  it,  and  to  the  only  eye  which  could  see  it.  And 
for  this  he  is  to  be  branded  as  an  impostor,  and  those 
who  maintain  it,  to  be  charged  with  attempting  to  raze 
the  temple  of  Christianity  and  subvert  its  corner-stone  ! 
And  is  it  indeed  come  to  this,  that  the  reverent  attempt 
to  discriminate  between  the  letter  and  the  spirit,  and 
so  to  construe  the  word  inspired  as  to  bring  out  a  sense 
which  shall  harmonize  its  apparent  discords,  and  make 
one  part  chime  in  concert  with  every  other  part,  shall 
be  characterized  and  denounced  as  concentrating  within 
itself  the  essential  virus  of  profanation,  blasphemy,  and 

*  “  On  the  supposition  of  our  Lord’s  material  corporeity,  the  de¬ 
portment  he  assumed  towards  his  disciples  appears  consistent  with 
truth  and  honesty ;  on  the  other  supposition  it  appears  disguised  and 
guileful.  If  he  appeared  in  supernatural  movements  at  times  amongst 
his  disciples,  they  could  see  such  movements  accounted  for  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  long  before  accounted  for  his  walking  on  the 
sea.  They  could  call  his  movements  miraculous,  and  be  satisfied  ; 
for  they  knew,  from  other  facts,  that  the  power  of  working  miracles 
was  with  him.  But  reverse  the  supposition,  and  although  the  un¬ 
suspecting  ignorance  and  simplicity  of  his  followers  might  have 
screened  him,  in  their  esteem,  from  the  reproach  of  falsehood,  yet 
the  fact  of  deception  would  be  there,  and  would  have  its  corres¬ 
ponding  principle  within ;  a  consequence  on  which  we  cannot  think 
the  Professor  will  insist.  And  the  reproach  of  deceit  must  follow,  for 
the  material  body  was  expressly  asserted  then,  and  how  could  it  be 
afterwards  denied  without  reproach?  It  is  entirely  consistent  with 
truth,  not  to  say  all  that  is  true  ;  to  assert  what  is  false  can  be  justi¬ 
fied  on  no  pretence  of  useful  design.” — Princeton  Report,  p.  176. 
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infidel  cavil  !  And  this  language,  be  it  observed,  is  held 
by  those  who  are  horrified  at  the  thought  that  our  Lord’s 
words  are  to  be  literally  understood  when  he  says, 
“This  is  my  body,  eat  ye  all  of  it.”  Here,  it  seems,  the 
Lord’s  body  is  to  be  interpreted  spiritually ,  yet  when 
mention  is  made  of  the  resurrection-body,  a  far  slighter 
accommodation  of  the  language  is  to  be  set  down  as  the 
undoubted  offspring  of  a  secret  infidelity  ! 

But  let  us  look  a  little  at  the  legitimate  bearings  of 
the  principle  which  is  here  arrayed  against  us,  and 
which  forbids  the  least  deviation  from  the  rigor  of  the 
letter  for  fear  we  should  make  out  the  sacred  writers  the 
very  Coryphaei  of  deceivers,  and  grand  abettors  of  false¬ 
hood  and  fraud.  It  is  said  in  this  same  narrative  that 
Jesus  suddenly  “stood  in  the  midst”  of  his  assembled 
disciples,  without  any  intimation  of  his  entrance  by  the 
ordinary  mode  of  ingress.  The  language  is  so  worded 
as  to  lead  irresistibly  to  the  inference  that  this  was  an 
instantaneous  apparition,,  supernaturally  effected.  So  it 
has  been  almost  universally  understood,  and  so  it  will 
doubtless  continue  to  be  by  the  simple-minded.  Does 
not  this  phraseology  mislead  the  reader  ?  Is  he  not 
naturally  led  to  put  an  entirely  false  construction  upon 
the  words  ?  But  no — this  is  not  at  all  objected  to. 
There  is  no  double-dealing  here.  And  why?  Simply 
because  the  hypothesis  of  a  material  body  requires  that 
though  the  words  plainly  imply  one  thing,  yet  that  they 
should  mean  entirely  another.  The  language  suggests , 
indeed,  the  idea  of  a  miraculous  entrance  and  appear¬ 
ance,  but  still  we  are  bound  to  believe  that  he  came  in, 
as  any  other  person  would,  by  the  door.  This  is  the 
complexion  to  which  it  comes.  The  obvious  sense  is  to 
be  explained  away.  It  is  absurd  to  think  that  as  our 
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Lord  now  entered  in  a  material  body  he  could  haye  en¬ 
tered  by  any  other  avenue  than  the  door. 

So  again,  when  it  is  said  that  three  men  appeared  to 
Abraham  when  sitting  in  his  tent-door  at  the  cool  of  the 
day,  we  are,  upon  this  principle,  to  account  the  word  a 
deception  because  it  subsequently  appears  that  these 
men ,  at  least  two  of  them,  were  angels.  Thus  too,  when 
it  is  said  of  the  women  that  came  in  the  morning  to  the 
sepulchre  and  entered  in,  “  behold,  two  men  in  shin¬ 
ing  garments  stood  by  them,”  we  see  not  why  this  is 
not  also  a  deception. 

The  fact  is,  if  this  principle  be  admitted  it  will  make 
sad  havoc  of  a  large  part  of  the  sacred  volume.  Hun¬ 
dreds  of  passages  might  be  adduced  where  it  is  obvious, 
at  a  glance,  that  the  primary  sense  of  the  letter  cannot 
be  received  as  its  genuine  teaching.  Take  as  an  illus¬ 
tration  our  Saviour’s  declaration  in  John  :  “  Jesus  an¬ 
swered  and  said  unto  them,  Destroy  this  temple,  and  in 
three  days  I  will  raise  it  up.”  Now  it  is  obvious  that 
the  Jews  who  were  present  took  this  in  its  most  literal 
sense,  as  referring  to  the  temple  built  first  by  Solomon 
and  afterwards  rebuilt  by  Herod.  Our  Lord  was  actu- 
ally  in  the  temple  at  the  time  he  uttered  the  words,  and 
what  should  lead  them  to  suppose  that  he  meant  any 
other  ?  The  Evangelist  tells  us  indeed  that  he  spake  of 
the  temple  of  his  body,  but  there  is  no  evidence  that  he 
told  the  Jews  that  lie  spake  of  his  body ,  and  it  is  evident, 
from  the  use  which  they  made  of  the  circumstance  at 
his  trial,  that  they  still  retained  this  impression,  and  that 
there  was  a  sense  in  which  they  were  misled.  Nor  was 
it  till  after  his  resurrection  that  the  disciples  themselves 
put  the  right  construction  upon  his  words.  But  will 
any  one  from  this  assert  that  our  Saviour  was  a  deceiver  ? 
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Yet  why  not,  if  the  same  charge  is  to  be  fastened  upon 
him  from  the  language  employed  in  speaking  of  his  body 
after  the  resurrection  ?  Thus,  again  we  read  that  “  Enoch 
walked  with  God,  and  was  not ,  for  God  took  him.” 
Enoch  “  was  not.”  Does  this  mean  that  he  ceased  to 
exist,  or  simply  that  he  disappeared  from  human  view? 
‘‘The  Word  was  made  flesh.”  Does  this  mean  that 
the  Word  was  converted  into  flesh,  or  simply  that  it  be¬ 
came  united  with  flesh  ?  “  He  hath  made  him,  who 

knew  no  sin,  to  be  sin  for  us.”  Was  Christ  literally 
made  sin  ?  So  with  a  multitude  of  other  texts,  where 
no  one  can  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  admit  that  some 
qualification  of  the  literal  reading  is  indispensably  ne¬ 
cessary. 

In  the  present  case  it  will  be  seen  that  the  real  point 
at  issue  is  the  nature  and  mode  of  the  manifestation — or 
in  other  words,  whether  our  Lord  entered  by  the  door, 
or  suddenly  appeared,  without  entering.  If  the  latter  be 
the  fact,  then  doubtless  the  body  which  was  handled  was 
the  body  which  thus  appeared,  and  we  leave  it  to  the 
reflecting  to  judge  whether  this  was  likely  to  have  been 
a  material  body  of  flesh  and  bones.  Is  not  a  supernatural 
handling,  we  would  ask,  just  as  conceivable  as  a  super¬ 
natural  seeing? 

The  same  train  of  remark  will  apply  also  to  his 
eating  in  their  presence.  There  is  no  more  difficulty 
in  conceiving  this,  than  in  conceiving  of  their  satisfy¬ 
ing  themselves  by  handling  his  body.  It  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  same  process  of  identification.  We 
hold  that  no  one  can  seriously  believe  that  our  Lord 
subsisted  by  meat  and  drink  during  the  forty  days  of 
his  occasional  sojourn  among  his  disciples  previous  to 
the  ascension  from  Bethany.  Whatever,  therefore, 
was  the  nature  of  the  evidence  afforded  by  his  han- 
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died  body,  such  also  was  that  afforded  by  his  eating  be¬ 
fore  them. 

And  in  connexion  with  what  is  here  said  of  our 
Lord’s  eating  with  his  disciples,  I  beg  leave  to  submit 
another  passage  which,  taken  in  its  several  relations, 
seems  to  afford  a  still  further  proof  of  the  correctness  of 
the  sentiment  which  I  am  here  advocating.  At  the  last 
supper  with  the  disciples,  our  Lord  remarked  that  “  he 
would  no  more  drink  of  the  fruit  of  the  vine  till  he  drank 
it  new  with  them  in  the  kingdom  of  God.”  Luke,  how¬ 
ever,  has  it  a  little  different — “  Till  the  kingdom  of  God 
be  come.”  Now  the  kingdom  of  God  came,  or  was  es¬ 
tablished,  when  Christ  rose  from  the  dead  and  ascended 
to  heaven,  and  the  evidence  is  to  me  conclusive  that 
both  these  events — the  resurrection  and  first  ascension — 
took  place  on  the  same  day,  a  point  largely  considered 
in  my  work  on  the  Resurrection.  Now  it  is  expressly 
asserted  by  Peter  that  Christ  both  ate  and  drank  with 
his  disciples  after  his  resurrection,  and  during  the  forty 
days.  This  I  regard  as  the  fulfilment  of  the  promise 
here  recorded.  And  if  the  idea  be  well  founded,  it  is  a 
proof  that  the  kingdom  of  God  was  already  established. 
But  Christ  is  the  King  of  this  kingdom,  and  his  glorifi¬ 
cation  consists  mainly  in  his  investiture  with  the  kingly 
dignity.  Consequently  if  he  ate  and  drank  with  the  dis¬ 
ciples  in  his  kingdom ,  it  must  have  been  subsequent  to 
his  glorification.  But  he  was  not  glorified  in  his  material, 
but  in  his  spiritual  body.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  he  had 
a  spiritual  body  when  this  eating  and  drinking  took  place. 

As  to  what  the  disciples  supposed  was  the  nature  of 
the  substance  submitted  to  their  senses,  this  is  entirely 
another  question.  The  true  inquiry  has  respect  to  what 
it  was  ;  and  this  must  be  determined  by  an  impartial  esti- 
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mate  of  all  the  circumstances  which  enter  into  the  rela¬ 
tion.  The  evidence  is  to  our  minds  conclusive,  that 

% 

the  predicates  are  such  as  can  apply  only  to  a  spiritual 
and  celestial  body.  And  if  this  be  not  the  true  view  of 
the  subject,  to  what  extremities  are  we  driven !  If  the 
resurrection  of  the  Lord  was  simply  the  reanimation  of 
his  fleshly  body,  like  that  of  Lazarus,  what  should  have 
prevented  his  dying  again?  We  may  say,  indeed,  that 
God  had  appointed  that  he  should  no  more  see  death, 
but  the  apostle’s  language  undoubtedly  is,  that  he  had 
by  his  resurrection  passed  beyond  the  region  where  the 
laiv  of  death  had  any  power  :  “  Knowing  that  Christ 
being  raised  from  the  dead  dieth  no  more  ;  death  hath 
no  more  dominion  over  him.  For  in  that  he  died,  he  died 
unto  sin  once  ;  but  in  that  he  liveth,  he  liveth  unto  God.” 
The  entire  context  from  which  this  is  taken,  is  so  ger¬ 
mane  to  our  present  scope,  and  contains  such  a  striking 
confirmation  of  the  soundness  of  our  general  view,  that 
we  cannot  forbear  to  advert  to  it  at  some  greater  length. 
Rom.  6.  4-7  :  “  Therefore  we  are  buried  with  him  by 
baptism  into  death;  that  like  as  Christ  was  raised  up 
from  the  dead  by  the  glory  of  the  Father,  even  so  we  also 
should  walk  in  newness  of  life.  For  if  we  have  been 
planted  together  in  the  likeness  of  his  death,  we  shall  be 
also  in  the  likeness  of  his  resurrection  :  Knowing  this, 
that  our  old  man  is  crucified  with  him,  that  the  body  of 
sin  might  be  destroyed,  that  henceforth  we  should  not 
serve  sin.  For  he  that  is  dead  is  freed  from  sin.” 
It  is  evident  that  he  is  running  a  parallel  between 
the  death  and  resurrection  of  Christ,  and  the  death 
to  sin  and  the  spiritual  resurrection  of  believers.  The 
Scriptures  teem  with  intimations  that  the  resurrection 
of  the  saints  is  but  the  completed  issue  of  their  regener- 
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tion,  and  that  this  is  linked  by  indissoluble  bonds  to  the 
resurrection  of  Christ.  When  men  are  born  again,  they 
begin  to  live  again,  their  old  body  of  sin  being  put  off 
as  was  Christ’s  fleshly  body  at  his  crucifixion.  “  That 
like  as  Christ  was  raised  up  from  the  dead  by  the  glory 
of  the  Father  (dia  xr^g  do^rjg  xov  Jlccxgog ).”  Here,  then, 
is  a  plain  intimation  that  there  was  something  glo¬ 
rious  in  the  resurrection  of  Christ,  and  some  com¬ 
mentators  render  the  phras ein  pat erna gloria  resurrexit, 
he  rose  in  his  Father's  glory ,  and  if  so,  then  certainly  in  a 
glorified  body.  However  we  may  interpret  it,  there  is 
clearly  some  intimation  of  a  peculiar  glory  connected 
with  his  resurrection  from  the  dead,  and  we  see  not  why 
it  does  not  respond  to  our  Lord’s  own  words  before  his 
resurrection,  “  Glorify  thou  me  with  the  glory  which  I 
had  with  thee  before  the  world  was.” 

Upon  this  glory  we  conceive  him  to  have  entered  at 
his  resurrection.  But  we  rest  not  upon  this  alone.  The 
apostle  proceeds,  Rom.  6.  8-11  :  “  Now  if  we  be  dead 
with  Christ,  we  believe  that  we  shall  also  live  with  him  : 
knowing  that  Christ,  being  raised  from  the  dead,  dieth 
no  more  ;  death  hath  no  more  dominion  over  him.  For  in 
that  he  died,  he  died  unto  sin  once  :  but  in  that  he  liveth, 
he  liveth  unto  God.  Likewise  reckon  ye  also  yourselves 
to  be  dead  indeed  unto  sin,  but  alive  unto  God  through 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.”  Now  we  would  ask  if  any  thing 
can  be  more  obvious  than  that  by  the  parallel  here 
run,  the  apostle  designs  to  imply  that  this  spiritual  and 
eternal  life  of  Jesus  Christ  commenced  at  his  resurrec¬ 
tion — that  he  then  entered  upon  that  peculiarly  spiritual 
condition  which  was  the  pledge  of  the  spiritual  and  eter¬ 
nal  resurrection  life  of  his  people.  “If  we  have  been 
planted,”  & c.  Tholuck’s  remark  upon  this  is  as  follows  : 
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“  The  sense  is  this  :  By  conquering  death,  Christ  complet¬ 
ed  his  terrestrial  task,  i.  e.  his  existence  in  fellowship  with 
humanity,  burdened  with  the  consequences  of  sin.  As  a 
risen  Christ,  he  had  already  entered  upon  his  exaltation, 
as  he  indeed  appears  not  to  have  lived  habitually  upon 
the  earth.  In  like  manner  we,  so  soon  as  we  have  in 
baptism  acknowledged  our  sins  and  received  pardon, 
are  bound  to  arise  to  a  new  existence  founded  on  heaven- 
ly-mindedness.”  And  why  should  not  our  Saviour’s  spir¬ 
itual  life  be  manifested  in  a  spiritual  body  ?  If  we  under¬ 
stand  by  it  merely  the  reanimation  of  his  material  body, 
the  force  of  the  parallelism  is  entirely  destroyed,  and  what 
Paul  says  of  the  resurrection  of  our  Lord  ought  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  his  ascension  ;  for  on  the  opposite  view  it  was  at 
his  ascension  that  this  glory  took  its  commencement. 

The  same  inferences  force  themselves  upon  us  from 
the  tenor  of  the  apostle’s  reasoning  in  the  15th  of  1st 
Corinthians,  vs.  42-50:  “  So  also  is  the  resurrection  of 
the  dead.  It  is  sown  m  corruption,  it  is  raised  in  incor¬ 
ruption  :  it  is  sown  in  dishonour,  it  is  raised  in  glory  : 
it  is  sown  in  weakness,  it  is  raised  in  power  :  it  is  sown 
a  natural  body,  it  is  raised  a  spiritual  body.  There  is 
a  natural  body,  and  there  is  a  spiritual  body.  And  so  it 
is  written,  The  first  man  Adam  was  made  a  living  soul, 
the  last  Adam  was  made  a  quickening  spirit.  Howbeit, 
that  was  not  first  which  is  spiritual,  but  that  which  is 
natural :  and  afterward  that  which  is  spiritual.  The 
first  man  is  of  the  earth,  earthy  :  the  second  man  is  the 
Lord  from  heaven.  As  is  the  earthy,  such  are  they  also 
that  are  earthy  :  and  as  is  the  heavenly,  such  are  they 
also  that  are  heavenly.  And  as  we  have  borne  the  image 
of  the  earthy,  we  shall  also  bear  the  image  of  the 
heavenly.  Now  this  I  say,  brethren,  that  flesh  and  blood 


THE  RESURRECTION  OF  CHRIST. 


55 


cannot  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God  ;  neither  doth  cor¬ 
ruption  inherit  incorruption.5’  Nothing  is  clearer  than 
that  Paul  designs  to  set  forth  the  conformity  of  our  re¬ 
surrection  nature  to  that  of  Christ.  It  is  in  his  resur¬ 
rection  state  that  Christ,  the  second  Adam,  stands  in 
opposition  to  the  first.  In  the  one  we  see  an  embodi¬ 
ment  of  our  sinful,  corrupt,  mortal  nature,  which  the 
righteous  put  off  incipiently  at  their  regeneration,  and 
wholly  at  death  ;  in  the  other  we  behold  a  glorious  ex¬ 
emplar  of  that  new  created  nature  after  which  we  are  to 
be  fashioned  in  our  plenary  resurrection.  But  Christ 
surely  entered  into  this  state  at  his  resurrection,  and  not 
at  his  ascension.  It  is  at  the  tomb  of  Joseph,  and  not 
at  the  Mount  of  Olives  that  we  are  to  look  for  the  first 
manifestation  of  the  model  of  our  resurrection  bodies. 

Again,  permit  me  to  refer  to  a  passage  in  Peter, 
which  can  scarcely  be  viewed  otherwise  than  as  bearing 
directly  on  the  point  before  us:  “  For  Christ,  also,  hath 
once  suffered  for  sins,  the  just  for  the  unjust,  that  he 
might  bring  us  to  God,  being  put  to  death  in  the  flesh 
(jctgxl),  but  quickened  by  the  Spirit  (nvsvpaTi)fl  or,  as  the 
clauses  are  perfectly  balanced  in  the  original,  “  Being 
put  to  death  flesh-wise,  but  quickened  spirit-wise,”  there 
being  no  sufficient  authority  for  the  common  rendering, 
“  by  the  Spirit.”  Here  is  plainly  a  designed  contrast 
of  some  sort  between  his  being  put  to  death ,  and  his 
being  quickened ,  and  he  was  certainly  quickened  at  his 
resurrection.  He  is  never  said  to  have  been  quickened 
in  the  flesh,  and  though  I  confess  to  the  difficulty  of  as¬ 
signing  a  precise  import  to  the  word  “  Spirit”  in  this 
connexion,  yet  I  think  at  the  same  time  the  intimation 
is  obvious,  from  the  antithesis,  that  the  spiritual  was 
predominant  in  his  resurrection.  He  came  into  a 
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spiritual  condition  ;  and  if  so,  why  not  into  a  spiritual 
body?  as  otherwise  the  contrast  is  lost.  If  his  material 
body  was  raised,  why  should  it  not  be  said  he  was 
quickened  in  the  flesh  ?  But  it  is  said  he  was  quickened 
in  the  Spirit.  Now  Spirit  here  cannot  mean  either  the 
human  or  divine  soul  or  principle,  because  this  did  not 
die,  and  therefore  could  not  be  made  alive.  Quickened 
spirit-wise  we  think,  therefore,  must  mean  that  he  en¬ 
tered  into  a  spiritual  body  ;  his  state  became  spiritual. 

But  we  are  still  urged  with  objections.  If  the  mate¬ 
rial  body  did  not  rise ,  there  was  no  resurrection  in  the 
case,  for  it  teas  only  the  material  body  that  died.  This 
is  very  plausible.  But  what  is  the  doctrine  that  we  are 
advocating  ?  It  is  not  simply  the  resurrection  of  a 
body,  or  the  body,  but  the  resurrection  of  a  glorified 
body.  No  one  doubts  or  denies  that  the  body  which 
was  deposited  in  the  tomb  was  raised  out  of  the  tomb  ; 
but  the  question  is,  in  what  nature  it  was  raised — whe¬ 
ther  material  or  spiritual — whether  changed  or  un¬ 
changed.  This  is  the  whole  controversy;  and  any  ad¬ 
vantage  gained  by  this  form  of  the  objection  is  gained 
by  a  quibble,  to  which  the  gainers  are  welcome.  1  might 
make  precisely  the  same  objection  to  the  ascension.  You 
maintain  that  our  Lord  rose  in  a  material  body,  remain¬ 
ed  in  it  forty  days,  and  then  ascended  to  heaven.  I  ask, 
what  ascended  ?  The  material  body  ?  “Ono;  that  was 
changed  in  transitu.  He  ascended  in  a  spiritual  body, 
but  still  we  must  say  that  the  body  ascended.”  Very 
well,  I  say  in  like  manner  the  body  was  raised  a  spiritual 
body,  and  you  have  no  more  grounds  for  maintaining 
that  a  body  which  was  buried  material,  must  rise  mate¬ 
rial,  than  I  have  for  maintaining  that  a  body  which  mount¬ 
ed  from  the  earth  material  must  enter  heaven  material. 
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The  cases  are  perfectly  parallel,  and  the  objection 
brought  against  the  one  holds  equally  in  regard  to  the 
other.  I  repeat,  that  the  whole  controversy  hinges  on 
the  question  whether  the  body  came  out  of  the  sepulchre 
changed  or  unchanged.  If  the  latter,  then  such  a  body 
as  it  was ,  such  a  body  it  was  seen  to  he ,  and  it  was 
seen  by  such  an  eye  as  could  see  it,  and  by  no  other. 

But  there  is  a  single  passage  of  Scripture  which 
seems  to  array  itself  so  emphatically  against  this  con¬ 
struction  that  we  cannot,  in  justice  to  the  argument,  pass  it 
by  unnoticed.  When  the  Jews  demanded  a  sign,  “  Jesus 
answered  and  said,  Destroy  this  temple  and  in  three 
days  I  will  raise  it  up.  But  he  spake  of  the  temple  of 
his  body.”  This  is  considered  as  an  explicit  and  de¬ 
cisive  testimony  that  the  same  material  body  arose  which 
was  buried.  We  remark  upon  it,  that  this  passage  can¬ 
not  be  taken  independent  of  the  evidence  already  ad¬ 
duced  that  the  body  was  actually  changed  in  rising  from 
the  dead.  And  for  the  sake  of  the  argument  I  will  here 
suppose  that  that  evidence  is  not  absolutely  conclusive. 
I  will  even  grant  that  it  may  remain  somewhat  doubtful 
whether  the  texts  cited  do  really  convey  the  import  con¬ 
tended  for.  Still  here  is  the  palpable  fact  that  there  is 
a  large  class  of  Scriptures  which,  by  very  strong  impli¬ 
cation,  favor  the  idea  of  the  resurrection  of  a  spiritual 
body.  Consequently  we  have  an  apparent  conflict  of 
testimony.  Nothing,  then,  can  be  more  obvious  than 
that  we  are  not  at  liberty  to  consider  the  force  of  the 
foregoing  passages  as  of  course  annulled  by  the  literal 
import  of  this  passage.  Every  enlightened  critic  sees  at 
once  that  he  is  called  to  consider  whether,  since  the 
Scriptures  cannot  contradict  themselves,  there  may  not 
be  some  construction  adopted  which  shall  leave  the  truth 
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of  each  unimpeached  ;  and  the  question  is  fairly  present¬ 
ed  whether  the  resurrection  of  our  Lord,  in  such  a  body 
as  we  have  intimated,  may  not,  without  violence,  be 
deemed  the  accomplishment  of  this  promise?  His  body 
hung  upon  the  cross — it  was  taken  down — it  was  de¬ 
posited  in  the  tomb — it  did  not  remain  there — it  was,  if 
I  may  so  say,  resurrected ,  and  though  a  glorious  change 
passed  upon  its  conditions,  yet  is  there  any  violence  done 
to  language  in  saying  that  the  temple  which  was  destroy¬ 
ed  was  built  again  ?  Do  we,  even  in  our  common  parlance, 
when  we  speak  of  a  building,  which  has  been  destroyed 
by  fire  or  otherwise,  being  rebuilt,  necessarily  under¬ 
stand  that  it  must  be  reconstructed  of  precisely  the  same 
materials  as  entered  into  the  formation  of  the  original 
fabric  ?  May  it  not  be  rebuilt  of  .other  stones  and  other 
wood — be  newly  beautified  and  enriched — and  still  in 
common  discourse  be  called  the  re-erection  of  the  for¬ 
mer  edifice?  Take,  for  instance,  the  very  temple  itself 
to  which  our  Saviour’s  words  had  a  verbal  allusion. 
That  temple  had  been  rebuilt  by  Herod,  and  the  Jews 
say,  “  Forty  and  six  years  was  this  temple  in  building, 
and  wilt  thou  rear  it  up  in  three  days  ?”  In  some  re¬ 
spects,  certainly,  it  was  more  glorious  than  its  predeces¬ 
sor,  and  doubtless  contained  new  materials;  yet  who 
would  have  any  difficulty  in  saying  of  it  that  the  old  tem¬ 
ple  was  rebuilt?  May  we  not,  in  like  manner,  say  of 
the  temple  of  our  Lord’s  body,  that  it  was  rebuilt  in  his 
resurrection,  though  in  a  more  glorious  form  ? 

On  the  whole,  then,  we  are  not  able  to  perceive  that 
this  language,  fairly  interpreted,  vacates  the  force  of  the 
evidence  already  adduced,  that  our  Lord  rose  from  the 
dead  in  a  changed,  sublimated,  and  glorified  body  in 
which  he  ascended  to  heaven — the  body  in  which  he 
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ascended  to  heaven — the  body  in  which  he  still  abides, 
as  the  light  and  splendor  of  the  upper  sanctuary,  the 
grand  magnetic  centre  of  the  clustering  hosts  of  the 
redeemed,  who  are  forever  gathering  around  -  him  in 
bodies  like  his  own. 

§  V.  The  Language  in  which  our  Lords  Post-resurrec¬ 
tion  Appearances  are  described . 

We  have  had  occasion,  on  a  previous  page,  to  advert 
to  the  language  in  which  the  ancient  theophanies  and 
angelophanies  are  described.  We  have  adduced  an  ar¬ 
ray  of  evidence,  that  a  certain  form  of  expression  is  usu¬ 
ally  appropriated  to  these  appearances.  We  have  shown 
that  the  Greek  term  omopcti,  in  some  or  other  of  its 
forms,  is  the  term  for  the  most  part  employed  for  this 
purpose.  We  by  no  means  deny  that  other  terms  are 
occasionally  made  use  of  by  the  sacred  writers,  nor  do 
we  question  that  numerous  instances  may  be  cited  where 
oTttopcn  is  synonymous  with  various  other  terms  for 
“  seeing,”  and  denotes  simply  the  common  function  of 
the  visual  organ.  At  the  same  time,  the  fact  is  not  to 
be  denied,  that  this  is  the  prevailing  term  by  which 
these  phenomena  are  expressed,  and  equally  certain  is 
it,  that  the  same  term  is  uniformly  employed  in  speak¬ 
ing  of  our  Lord’s  manifestations  of  himself  after  his  re¬ 
surrection.  W e  see  not,  therefore,  why  the  inference  is 
not  legitimate,  that  those  manifestations  fall  within  the 
category  of  real  theophanies ;  or  in  other  words,  why  they 
are  not  to  be  regarded  as  purely  spiritual  phenomena 
addressed  to  a  purely  spiritual  vision. #  Of  this  the  read- 


*  “  Between  opav,  and  iSeTv  there  is  a  middle  term,  birreadai.  For 
it  is  referred,  at  the  same  time,  to  the  object  presented  to  the  eye, 
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er  will  be  able  to  judge  from  the  citations  which  we  now 
proceed  to  make.  They  will  be  seen  to  lead  to  some 
very  important  results  in  reference  to  what  is  usually 
understood  by  the  second  or  personal  advent  of  Christ, 
and  the  entire  class  of  related  announcements. 

Acts  ]  3.  30,  31,  “  But  God  raised  him  from  the  dead  : 
and  he  was  seen  (ojcp&r])  many  days  of  them  which 
came  up  with  him  from  Galilee  to  Jerusalem,  who 
are  his  witnesses  unto  the  people.” 

Acts  9.  17,  “  And  putting  his  hands  on  him  said,  Brother 
Saul,  the  Lord  (even  Jesus  that  appeared  (ocp&ug)  unto 


and  to  the  subject  which  sees  or  perceives.  And  hence  it  will  ap¬ 
pear  why  the  word  is  only  used  in  the  passive  and  middle  voice,  and 
why  it  is  not  found  in  the  present  tense.  For,  as  it  does  not  denote 
the  action  of  seeing,  but  the  state  of  him  to  whose  eye  or  mind  the 
object  is  presented,  the  active  form  would  not  properly  express  this  ; 
and  therefore  the  word  must  be  in  the  passive  or  middle  voice :  in 
the  passive,  when  any  thing  is  said  to  be  presented,  or  to  appear  to 
our  mind  ;  in  the  middle,  when  the  thought  is  rather  of  some  object 
presented  to  or  fixed  in  the  eye  or  mind,  that  we  may  perceive  it. 
Whence  also,  it  is  put  either  in  the  past  or  future  ;  since  the  accu¬ 
rate  notion  of  the  word  requires,  that  that  must  be  regarded  as  to 
have  been  done,  or  about  to  be  done,  by  which  we  are  to  arrive  at 
cognizance.  For  the  specific  power  of  this  word  is  not,  that  it  de¬ 
notes  the  action  of  seeing,  but  the  state  or  affection  of  the  mind,  to 
which  the  object  is  presented.  It  differs,  therefore,  from  the  words 
I3\£7tciv,  opav,  which  denote  the  action  of  seeing,  and  from  itieTv,  which 
is  referred  only  to  the  subject.  Nor  are  passages  wanting,  in  which 
this  specific  force  of  the  word  is  evident.  It  is  rightly  said  in  Matt, 
v.  8,  oxpovrai  tov  Qeov,  they  shall  see  God ,  for  this  does  not  mean, 
that  they  shall  actually  see  God,  which  could  not  be  ;  but  that  they 
shall  truly  comprehend  him.  The  words  intimate  the  felicity  of 
those,  who  more  accurately  perceive  and  appreciate  the  wisdom, 
holiness,  and  love  of  God  ;  which  felicity  can  only  be  realized  by 
the  ‘pure  in  heart.'” — Tittmann  on  the  Synonyms  of  the  Nev* 
Testament. 
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thee  in  the  way  as  thou  earnest)  hath  sent  me  that 
thou  mightest  receive  thy  sight.” 

This  appearance  was  confessedly  an  appearance  of 
our  Lord  in  his  glorified  body,  and  made  to  the  inward 
mental  vision  of  the  apostle.  Compare  v.  7  :  “  And 
the  men  which  journeyed  with  him  stood  speech¬ 
less,  hearing  a  voice,  but  seeing  no  man.”  As  to  Paul 
himself,  though  he  says  of  this  manifestation,  “  Have  I 
not  seen  the  Lord  Jesus?”  and,  “  last  of  all,  he  was  seen 
of  me  also,”  yet  that  it  was  not  with  the  outward  eye  is 
obvious  from  what  is  said  above,  and  equally  so  from  the 
other  incidents  of  the  narrative.  A  remarkable  effect 
was  in  some  way  produced  upon  his  natural  organs  of 
vision,  as  we  are  told,  v.  8,  that  “  Saul  arose  from  the 
earth ;  and  when  his  eyes  were  opened,  he  saw  no  man  : 
but  they  led  him  by  the  hand  to  Damascus.”  From  the 
narrative  we  infer  that  there  was  an  objective  supernat¬ 
ural  light  that  addressed  itself  to  the  outward  senses 
both  of  Paul  and  his  companions,  but  of  which  the 
effect  was  far  greater  upon  Paul  than  upon  the  others, 
because  he  was  temporarily  blinded  by  it,  which  they 
were  not.  But  in  addition  to  this,  Paul,  like  Stephen, 
saw  with  the  mental  eye  the  Saviour,  and  he  alone  saw 
him.  His  companions  merely  beheld  the  light  and 
“  heard  a  voice,  but  saw  no  man.”  He  thus  speaks  of 
the  incident,  Acts  22.  11  :  “  And  when  I  could  not  see 
for  the  glory  of  that  light ,  being  led  by  the  hand  of 
them  that  were  with  me,  1  came  into  Damascus.”  This 
is  not  surprising,  when  in  relating  the  circumstances  he 
says,  ch.  26.  13  :  “At  mid-day,  O  King,  I  saw  in  the 
way  a  light  from  heaven,  above  the  brightness  of  the 
sun."  Yet  this,  be  it  observed,  is  the  appearance  to  the 
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description  of  which  the  word  omopcu,  is  here  as  else¬ 
where  applied. 

Luke  24.  34,  “  Saying,  The  Lord  is  risen  indeed,  and 
hath  appeared  (ucp&ri)  unto  Simon.” 

1  Cor.  15.  3-8,  “  For  I  delivered  unto  you  first  of  all, 
that  which  I  also  received,  how  that  Christ  died  for 
our  sins,  according  to  the  Scriptures,  and  that  he 
was  buried,  and  that  he  rose  again  the  third  day, 
according  to  the  Scriptures :  and  that  he  teas  seen 
(wd-rj)  of  Cephas,  then  of  the  twelve  :  after  that  he 
was  seen  (oigp^)  of  above  five  hundred  brethren  at 
once,  of  whom  the  greater  part  remain  at  this  pres¬ 
ent,  but  some  are  fallen  asleep.  After  that,  he 
was  seen  (olqpxb?)  of  James;  then  of  all  the  apostles. 
And  last  of  all  he  was  seen  (J'jqp&i])  of  me  also,  as  of 
one  born  out  of  due  time.” 

Acts  26.  16,  “  Rise,  and  stand  upon  thy  feet;  for  I  have 
appeared  (oiqp#??)  unto  thee  for  this  purpose,  to  make 
thee  a  minister  and  a  witness  both  of  those  things 
which  thou  hast  seen,  and  of  those  things  in  the  which 
I  will  appear  (ocpxh'popal)  unto  thee.” 

1  Tim.  3.  16,  “  Great  is  the  mystery  of  godliness  :  God 
was  manifest  in  the  flesh,  justified  in  the  Spirit, 
seen  (wqpxh])  of  angels,  preached  unto  the  Gentiles, 
believed  on  in  the  world,  received  up  into  glory.” 

It  must,  we  think,  be  admitted,  that  the  probability 
is  very  strong  that  this  is  something  more  than  a  mere 
casual  diction — that  the  term  is  one  of  peculiar  signifi- 
cancy  in  this  connexion.  We  leave  it,  therefore,  to  the 
judgment  of  the  reader,  whether  the  use  of  the  same  term 
in  the  following  passages  does  not  carry  with  it  an  equiv- 
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alent  implication  as  to  the  hind  of  vision  which  would 
he  requisite  for  the  purpose. 

Matt.  28.  10,  “  Then  said  Jesus  unto  them,  Be  not 
afraid  :  go  tell  my  brethren  that  they  go  into  Galilee, 
and  there  they  shall  see  me  (yz  oipovTou)” 

Matt.  28.  7,  “  Go  quickly  and  tell  his  disciples  that  he 
is  risen  from  the  dead,  and  behold  he  goeth  before 
you  into  Galilee  :  there  shall  ye  see  him  (ccvtov 
oifjscr&sy” 

Mark  16.  7,  “  But  go  your  way,  tell  bis  disciples  and 
Peter,  that  he  goeth  before  you  mto  Galilee :  there 
shall  ye  see  (dipsv&s)  him,  as  he  said  unto  you.” 

Acts  1.  3,  “  To  whom  also  he  showed  himself  alive  after 
his  passion,  by  many  in  fallible  proofs,  being  seen  of 
them  (oTtiavoysrog  avidic)  forty  days,  and  speaking 
of  the  things  pertaining  to  the  kingdom  of  God.” 
Here  the  original  word  is  omavoyca,  which  differs 
but  by  a  shade  from  omoya,  in  its  passive  sense. 

In  the  following  passage  the  term  is  applied  to  the 
heatifc  vision  of  Christ,  the  nature  of  which  cannot  be 
supposed  to  differ  from  that  we  are  now  considering. 

Rev.  22.  4,  “  And  they  shall  see  (oipovxai)  his  face  ;  and 
his  name  shall  be  in  their  foreheads.” 

We  readily  grant  that  these  cases,  taken  by  them¬ 
selves  apart  from  the  usage  which  we  have  above  estab¬ 
lished,  are  not  decisive.  But  viewed  in  connexion  with 
that  usage,  they  are  doubtless  to  be  considered  as  yield¬ 
ing  an  important  accession  to  the  amount  of  proof. 

From  the  point  now  occupied,  as  the  result  of  the 
foregoing  inductions,  we  advance  another  step  in  the 
application  of  this  term,  in  a  variety  of  texts,  to  that  pe¬ 
culiar  manifestation  of  Christ  which  is  generally  under¬ 
stood  by  his  second  coming .  This,  it  is  well  known,  is 
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regarded  by  the  mass  of  Christendom  as  an  event  to  oc¬ 
cur  within  the  sphere  of  the  natural  world,  and  one  that 
shall  be  cognizable  by  the  natural  senses.  It  is  sup¬ 
posed  that  when  our  Lord  shall  appear  “  the  second 
time  without  sin  unto  salvation/’  he  will  be  personally 
visible — that  he  will  be  as  truly  seen,  throned  on  the 
clouds  of  heaven,  as  he  was  seen  suspended  on  the 
cross.  It  is  held,  indeed,  that  he  will  then  appear  in  a 
body  of  splendor  and  glory  infinitely  transcending  its 
humble  state  on  earth,  but  that  still  he  will  be  visible  to 
the  bodily  eye .  And  so  also  of  the  attendant  bands  of  an¬ 
gels,  it  is  supposed  that  they  will  come  equally  within 
the  range  of  corporeal  vision*  The  most  express  au¬ 
thority  for  this  anticipation  is  believed  to  be  conveyed 
in  the  words  of  the  prophet-apostle,  <f  Every  eye  shall 
see  him.” 

Now,  when  we  venture  to  express  our  entire  dissent 
from  this  view,  we  trust  it  may  not  be  regarded  as  im¬ 
plying  a  direct  contravention  of  the  plain  averments  of 
Scripture.  We  depart  from  the  common  apprehension 
on  this  subject,  because  we  believe  that  that  itself  departs 
from  the  true  meant  design  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  Not  that 
our  theory  of  the  true  scheme  of  the  Last  Things  depends 
solely  upon  the  interpretation  of  a  single  word.  The  evi¬ 
dence  apart  from  this  is  abundantly  sufficient  to  satisfy  us 
that  the  received  construction  on  these  points  cannot  be 
the  true  one.  But  the  genuine  import  of  the  leading  term 
applied  to  this  event,  cannot  be  deemed  of  light  moment 
in  settling  the  inspired  teaching  respecting  it,  and  we 
now  propose  to  bring  a  variety  of  passages  to  the  test  of 
the  sense  which  we  think  we  have  established  in  regard 
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Matt.  24.  30,  “  Then  shall  all  the  tribes  of  the  earth 
mourn,  and  they  shall  see  (c 'npovTcu)  the  Son  of  Man 
coming  in  the  clouds  of  heaven  with  power  and  great 
glory.” 

“  26.  64,  “  Nevertheless,  I  say  unto  you,  Hereafter  ye 
shall  see  (oipw&e)  the  Son  of  man  sitting  on  the 
right  hand  of  power,  and  coming  in  the  clouds  of 
heaven.” 

Mark  13.  26,  “  And  then  shall  they  see  {oipovxcu)  the  Son 
of  man  coming  in  the  clouds  with  great  power  and 
glory.” 

“  14.62,  “  Ye  shall  see  (oyjea&e)  the  Son  of  man  sit¬ 
ting  on  the  right  hand  of  power,  and  coming  in  the 
clouds  of  heaven.” 

Luke  21.  27,  “  Then  shall  they  see  ( oipovtou )  the  Son  of 
man  coming  in  a  cloud,  with  power  and  great  glory.” 

Heb.  9.  28,  “  Unto  them  that  look  for  him  shall  he  ap 
pear  ((cp&?,(TEJai)  the  second  time  without  sin  unto 
salvation.” 

1  John  3.  2,  “  Beloved,  now  are  we  the  sons  of  God,  and 
it  doth  not  yet  appear  what  we  shall  be  :  but  we  know 
that  when  he  shall  appear  (c ,)  we  shall  be 
like  him,  for  we  shall  see  (oyope&u)  him  as  he  is.” 

Rev.  1.  7,  “Behold,  he  cometh  with  clouds;  and  every 
eye  shall  see  (oyticu)  him,  and  they  also  which 
pierced  him.”* 


*  “  The  evangelist  represents  this  as  then  going  on,  in  the  present 
tense  C£PXtrai)>  just  as  the  predictions  are  frequently  made  by  the  He¬ 
brew  prophets.  This  identifies  ihe  subject  with  the  prophecy  of  our 
Lord,  Matt.  24.  30,  Mark  13.  26  ;  and  as  cited  by  our  Lord  at  his  trial. 
Matt.  26.  64,  Mark  14.  62.  Compare  these  with  Dan.  7.  13,  Acts 
1.  2,  2  Thes.  1.  7—10.  Whence  it  must  follow,  beyond  all  doubt, 
that  the  period  here  intended  to  be  pointed  out  must  fall  w'ithin  the 
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A  strict  parallel  to  this  is  to  be  read,  John  19.  37: 
“  Again  another  Scripture  saith,  They  shall  look  ( oipovjou ) 
upon  him  whom  they  have  pierced,”  an  allusion  to  Zech. 
12.  10,  where  the  words  occur.  In  explanation  of  the 
true  import  of  the  phrase  in  this  connexion  we  cite  the 
following  passage  from  the  exposition  of  Daniel  7th,  in 
the  “  Hierophant,”  March,  1843,  p.  231-2 : 

“  The  grand  question  in  debate  evidently  concerns 
the  nature  of  the  ‘  coming’  which  was  still  future  when 
announced  by  our  Lord  and  his  apostles.  Was  it  to  be 
real  or  figurative ;  or  rather  was  it  to  be  personal  or 
spiritual — a  coming  in  bodily  presence,  or  in  providential 
act  ?  On  this  head  all  doubt  is  of  course  precluded  by 
the  facts  of  history.  The  ‘  coming  ’  of  Christ  in  the 
visitation  of  Judea  was  not  personal  but  providential.  It 
was  a  ‘  coming’  in  punitive  power,  and  the  usage  of  the 
sacred  writers  in  respect  to  this  word  evinces  clearly, 
that  no  unwonted  sense  is  ascribed  to  it  in  such  an  ap¬ 
plication.  Thus,  Ps.  101.  2,  ‘When  wilt  thou  come 
unto  me?’  i.  e.  appear  for  my  deliverance.  Isaiah  35. 
4,  ‘  Behold  your  God  will  come  with  vengeance,  even 
God  with  a  recompense ;  he  will  come  and  save  you.7 
Isaiah  19.  1,  ‘Behold,  the  Lord  rideth  upon  a  swift 
cloud,  and  shall  come  unto  Egypt ;  and  the  idols  of  Egypt 
shall  be  moved  at  his  presence.  Isaiah  26.  21,  ‘Behold, 
the  Lord  cometh  out  of  his  place  to  punish  the  inhabitants 
of  the  earth.’  Psalms  96.  13,  ‘The  Lord  cometl  to 
judge  the  earth  :  he  shall  judge  the  world  with  righteous¬ 
ness. ’  In  these  and  multitudes  of  similar  cases  it  is 
obvious  that  ‘  coming’  is  used  to  denote  the  signal  acts 

apostolic  age  ;  otherwise  these  interwoven  and  mutually  confirma¬ 
tory  texts  of  Scripture  must  stand  for  nothing.” — Lee  on  Prophecy , 
p.  299. 
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of  Providence.  Such  a  ‘coming’  was  that  which  took 
place  at  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem.  And  we  may  ad¬ 
vert  in  this  connexion  to  a  remarkable  passage  in 
Josephus,  (J.  W.  Lib.  5.  ch.  6,)  where  in  the  account 
of  the  siege  of  that  city  by  the  Romans,  he  informs  us 
that  whenever  a  stone  was  discharged  against  the  walls 
from  a  peculiar  kind  of  engine,  the  watchman  on  the 
walls  gave  the  alarm,  and  cried  out,  Tiog  ig/hai,  the 
Son  cometii  !  The  origin  and  import  of  this  exclama¬ 
tion  have  baffled  all  the  commentators.  Whiston  says 
‘  What  should  be  the  meaning  of  this  signal  or  watch- 
word,  or  what  mistake  there  is  in  the  reading,  I  cannot 
tell.  The  MSS.,  both  Greek  and  Latin,  all  agree  in  this 
reading,  and  I  cannot  approve  of  any  groundless  conjec¬ 
tural  alteration  of  the  text.’  For  ourselves,  we  strongly 
incline  to  the  opinion  that  God  so  ordered  it  in  his  provi¬ 
dence,  that  the  prediction  of  our  Saviour,  grounded  upon 
the  vision  of  Daniel,  should  have  become  current  in  the 
lips  of  that  generation,  they  scarcely  knew  how,  and 
thus  have  formed  itself  into  a  testimony  which  they  were 
made  to  utter  against  themselves.  History  affords  us 
numerous  instances  where,  upon  the  eve  of  the  fulfil¬ 
ment  of  signal  prophecies  of  Scripture,  similar  vague 
and  floating  impressions  to  that  effect  have  strangely  be¬ 
come  rife  among  those  who  were  to  witness  it.  Whether 
this,  however,  be  the  true  solution  of  the  fact  or  not, 
still  the  fact  itself  is  palpable,  and  remains  in  some  way 
to  be  accounted  for. 

“  We  have  thus,  as  we  trust,  established  the  position, 
that  the  phrase,  ‘  coming  of  Christ,’  or  ‘  coming  of  the 
Son  of  man  in  the  clouds  of  heaven,’  was  used  in  the 
popular  parlance  of  that  age  to  signify  that  stupendous 
demonstration  of  the  power  and  providence  cf  the  Mes- 
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siah  which  was  witnessed  in  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem. 
We  see,  moreover,  no  room  to  question  that  this  phrase¬ 
ology  is  to  be  traced  back  to  the  vision  of  Daniel,  which 
we  are  now  considering. 

O 

“  This  was  in  fact  a  ‘  coming’  which  came  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  characteristic  of  the  ascended  and  enthroned 
Messiah ;  and  therefore  in  this  view  of  the  matter  John 
says,  Rev.  1.  7, ‘  Behold,  he  cometh  with  clouds ,  and 
every  eye  shall  see  ( oipercu )  him,  and  they  also  which 
pierced  him ;  and  all  kindreds  of  the  earth  (or  land) 
shall  wail  because  of  him.’  If  this  book,  as  there  is 
ample  reason  to  believe,  was  written  prior  to  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  Jerusalem,  we  see  no  difficulty  in  applying  this 
language  to  that,  a  long  since  past  event.  It  is  the  mere 
echo  of  the  numerous  declarations  of  our  Lord  himself, 
that  he  would  come  during  the  lifetime  of  that  genera¬ 
tion,  and  that  the  unbelieving  Jews  should  both  see  his 
coming,  not  in  person  but  in  power,  and  should  wail  on 
account  of  it.  Matt.  24.  30,  £  And  then  shall  appear 
the  sign  of  the  Son  of  man  in  heaven  ;  and  then  shall 
all  the  tribes  of  the  earth  ( the  land)  mourn ,  and  they 
shall  see  the  Son  of  man  coming  in  the  clouds  of  heaven 
with  power  and  great  glory.’  This,  it  will  be  recollected, 
is  the  very  event  of  which  he  says,  that  ‘  this  generation 
shall  not  pass  away  till  all  these  things  be  fulfilled,’  and 
‘  there  be  some  standing  here  which  shall  not  taste  of 
death  till  they  see  the  Son  of  man  coming  in  his  king¬ 
dom.’  With  the  burden  of  this  awful  and  sublime  inti¬ 
mation  John’s  mind  is  full  as  he  enters  upon  the  inspired 
apocalypse  of  his  glory,  and  therefore  he  bursts  forth  in 
the  outset  with  a  repetition  of  it,  as  if  it  were  yet  sound¬ 
ing  in  his  ears  from  the  utterance  of  the  Lord’s  own 
lips.  A  recurrence  to  the  passage  in  its  connexions  will 
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evince  that  it  comes  abruptly  forth  from  a  spirit  labor¬ 
ing  under  the  apprehension  of  the  transcendant  dignity 
and  majesty  of  the  Personage  of  whom  he  writes,  and 
of‘  whom  he  could  say  nothing  so  worthy  as  to  re-utter 
the  announcement  familiar  to  the  ears  of  that  generation  : 

4  Behold,  he  cometh  with  clouds,  and  every  eye  shall  see 
him  !’  But  as  the  *  coming’  wras  not  personal,  so  the 
‘  seeing’  could  only  be  by  t he  mental  eye  recognizing  the 
indubitable  signs  and  tokens  of  his  stupendous  opera¬ 
tions.  The  very  accompaniment  of  clouds  by  which 
this  coming  was  to  be  distinguished,  indicates  a  degree 
or  species  of  obscurity  contradistinguished  from  an  open 
and  visible  apparition.  A  clouded  coming  is  a  shrouded 
coming,  as  far  as  the  person  of  the  comer  is  alluded  to. 
If,  then,  the  prophet  of  Patmos  points  us  in  these  words 
to  the  very  4  coming  ’  wrhich  the  Saviour  himself  an¬ 
nounced  as  to  occur  not  long  subsequent  to  his  resurrec¬ 
tion,  and  if  that  assurance  was  actually  verified  to  the 
men  of  that  generation,  then,  as  the  4  seeing  ’  in  both 
cases  must  have  been  an  inward  conviction — a  realizing 
sense — of  the  truth  announced,  so  the  remorseful  4  wail¬ 
ing’  in  the  one  case  must  answer  to  the  bitter  4  mourn- 
ing’  in  the  other.  And  perhaps  we  are  to  recognize  an 
incipient  fulfilment  of  this  oracle  at  a  somewhat  earlier 
date,  although  still  subsequent  to  the  Saviour’s  assump¬ 
tion  of  his  glory,  when  it  is  said,  Acts  2.  37,  4  Now 
when  they  heard  this  they  wrere  pricked  in  their  hearts , 
and  said  unto  Peter  and  to  the  rest  of  the  apostles.  Men 
and  brethren,  what  shall  we  do?’  But  the  prediction 
received  a  complete  accomplishment  in  the  wailings  of 
unavailing  anguish,  when  the  threatened  wrath  came 
upon  them  to  the  uttermost  in  the  ruin  of  their  city  and 
polity.” 
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And  now  we  are  prepared  to  submit  the  question, 
whether  we  have  not,  from  this  source,  the  strongest 
grounds  for  the  conclusion,  that  the  Saviour’s  second 
coming,  the  incipiency  of  which  is  to  be  referred  in  a 
more  signal  manner  to  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem, 
(see  “  Resurrection,”  p.  285,)  was  to  be  an  event  ac¬ 
complished  in  a  spiritual  and  providential  coming,  and 
one  that  was  to  be  witnessed  only  by  the  spiritual  eye  ?* 
Does  not  this  inference  follow  by  inevitable  sequence 
from  what  we  learn  of  the  nature  of  his  resurrection- 
body,  and  from  the  character  of  his  post-resurrection 
appearances  ?  If  that  body  was  one  which  could  not, 
when  it  rose,  be  discerned  by  the  natural  eye,  have  we 
any  reason  to  think  that  it  would  become  more  visible  at 
the  time  alluded  to  in  these  announcements?  Was  it 
then  to  undergo  a  miraculous  change  which  should 
bring  it  within  the  range  of  matter  and  of  a  corporeal 
vision  ? 

*  “  It  may  be  proper  to  observe,  that  the  second  advent  of  the 
Messiah  is  not,  like  the  first ,  confined  to  one  single  and  precise  pe¬ 
riod,  but  is  gradual  and  successive.  This  distinction  is  founded  in 
the  reason  of  the  thing.  He  could  only  come  inperson ,  at  one  limit¬ 
ed  time.  He  comes  in  his  power  and  providence  through  all  ages  of 
the  church.  His  first  coming  was  then  over,  when  he  expired  on 
the  cross.  His  second  commenced  with  his  resurrection,  and  will 
continue  to  the  end  of  the  world.  So  that  this  last  coming  is  to  be 
understood  of  his  Spiritual  Kingdom,  which  is  not  one  act  of  sover¬ 
eignty,  exerted  at  once  ;  but  a  state  or  constitution  of  government, 
subsisting  through  a  long  tract  of  ages,  unfolding  itself  by  just  degrees, 
and  coming  as  oft  as  the  conductor  of  it  thinks  fit  to  interpose  by  any 
signal  act  of  his  administration.  And  in  this  sense  we  are  direct¬ 
ed  to  pray,  that  his  kingdom,  though  long  since  setup,  may  come; 
that  is,  may  advance  through  all  its  stages,  till  it  arrive  at  that  full 
state  of  glory  in  which  it  shall  shine  out  in  the  great  day  ” — 
Kurd's  Discourses  on  Prophecy,  Serm.  v.,  p.  123. 
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In  reply  to  this  we  shall  probably  be  referred  to  the 
narrative  of  the  ascension,  Acts  1.  9-11  :  “  And  when 
he  had  spoken  these  things,  while  they  beheld,  he  was 
taken  up;  and  a  cloud  received  him  out  of  their  sight. 
And  while  they  looked  steadfastly  toward  heaven,  as  he 
went  up,  behold,  two  men  stood  by  them  in  white  ap¬ 
parel  ;  which  also  said,  Ye  men  of  Galilee,  why  stand 
ye  gazing  up  into  heaven?  This  same  Jesus,  which  is 
taken  up  from  you  into  heaven,  shall  so  come  in  like 
manner  as  ye  have  seen  him  go  into  heaven.”  We  re¬ 
main,  however,  unconvinced  by  this  upon  the  same 
grounds  on  which  we  dissent  from  the  popular  appre¬ 
hension  of  what  is  taught  by  the  language  of  the  Evan¬ 
gelists  in  regard  to  the  “  seeing ”  the  Son  of  man  coming 
in  the  clouds  of  heaven.  We  do  not  believe  that  the 
inspired  record,  rightly  interpreted,  conveys  the  idea 
which  is  ordinarily  deduced  from  it.  For  this  dissent 
we  are  prepared  to  give  our  reasons ,  and  as  they  resolve 
themselves  into  a  point  of  exegesis,  we  claim  that  our 
interpretation  shall  be  pronounced  upon  according  as  it 
is  sustained  or  not  by  the  just  laws  of  hermeneutics. 

Our  first  remark  is,  that  the  event  here  set  before  us 
is  to  be  regarded  as  the  true  fulfilment  of  the  prophetic 
vision  of  Daniel,  ch.  7.  13,  14:  “I  saw  in  the  night 
visions,  and,  behold,  one  like  the  Son  of  man  came  with 
the  clouds  of  heaven,  and  came  to  the  Ancient  of  days, 
and  they  brought  him  near  before  him.  And  there  was 
given  him  dominion,  and  glory,  and  a  kingdom,  that  all 
people,  nations,  and  languages,  should  serve  him:  his 
dominion  is  an  everlasting  dominion,  which  shall  not 
pass  away,  and  his  kingdom  that  which  shall  not  be  de¬ 
stroyed.”  As  we  have  previously  descanted  at  large 
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upon  this  passage  of  the  prophet,  (Hierophant,  pp. 
207-212,)  we  cite  the  language  there  employed  : 

44  The  words  of  the  prophet  are,  4 1  saw  in  the  night 
visions,  and  behold  one  like  the  Son  of  man  came  (nntf 
lit.  coming)  with  the  clouds  of  heaven,  and  came  (nv?) 
to  the  Ancient  of  days,  and  they  brought  him  near  be¬ 
fore  him.’  Here  it  will  be  observed  that  the  original 
employs  two  different  words  for  4  came,’  of  which  the 
only  difference  of  sense  appears  to  be,  that  the  latter  im¬ 
plies  a  nearer  approach  than  the  other,  it  being  the  Chal. 
term  which  generally  answers  to  the  Heb.  253  to  touch , 
to  reach  unto)  to  come  in  contact  with.  It  here  undoubt¬ 
edly  denotes  that  kind  of  coming  to  the  Ancient  of  days 
which  would  be  connected  with  an  actual  sitting  down 
hy  himy  as  a  participator  of  his  throne — an  idea  which 
is  obviously  favored  by  the  Gr.  ewg  tov  naXoaov  twv  rpegcov 
endears,  he  came  as  far  as  to  the  Ancient  of  day  s ,  making 
the  act  equivalent  to  that  indicated  in  the  110th  Psalm, 
4  Sit  thou  at  my  right  hand.’  In  fact  nothing  can  be 
more  express  in  confirmation  of  this  view  than  the  words 
of  the  Evangelist,  already  quoted,  respecting  the  ascen¬ 
sion,  Mark  16.  19  :  4  So,  then,  after  the  Lord  had  spoken 
unto  them,  he  was  received  up  into  heaven,  and  sat  on 
the  right  hand  of  God.’  This  brings  the  language  of 
Daniel,  of  David,  and  of  the  Evangelists,  into  perfect 
harmony  in  respect  to  the  commencement  of  the  Saviour’s 
kingdom.  The  other  word  is  the  more  ordinary  term 
to  express  the  simple  idea  conveyed  by  our  English 
4  came,’  by  which  it  is  rendered.  The  Greek  has 
ig/oyevog ,  coming ,  which  in  fact  is  a  very  literal  version 
of  the  original  finis; ,  as  this  is  not  a  verb,  but  a  present 
participle. 
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“  We  have  already  remarked,  in  a  previous  paragraph, 
that  the  text  itself  affords  no  data  for  determining  the 
direction  of  the  motion  denoted  by  the  phrase — whether 
it  were  a  motion  of  ascent  or  of  descent .  But  the  view 
above  suggested  of  the  event  here  shadowed  forth,  doubt- 
less  affords  us  a  true  clew  to  the  imagery.  That  event 
we  have  endeavored  to  evince  to  be  the  Ascension  of 
Christ,  and  this  at  once  determines  the  question  respect¬ 
ing  the  direction  of  the  coming.  He  came  from  the 
earth,  and  ascended  to  heaven,  in  order  to  enter  upon 
the  scene  of  the  vision.  But  in  the  description  of  such 
a  scene,  and  such  an  entrance,  the  imaginary  stand¬ 
point  of  the  describer  would  govern  his  use  of  the  terms 
employed.  If  he  conceived  himself  to  be  stationed 
within  the  precincts  of  the  heavenly  conclave,  or  near  it, 
he  would  of  course  say  that  he  saw  one  like  the  Son  of 
man  coming  in  the  clouds  of  heaven;  whereas,  if  he 
were  supposed  to  witness  such  an  entrance  to  the  an¬ 
gelic  circle  from  the  earth,  from  which  the  Saviour  as¬ 
cended,  he  would  more  naturally  say  that  he  saw  him 
going  to  the  Ancient  of  days.  Now,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  term  employed  is  coming ,  and  as  the  Spirit  of  inspi¬ 
ration  seldom  permits  us  to  lose  sight  of  the  various 
points  of  relation  between  the  predictions  of  the  Old 
Testament  and  the  fulfilments  of  the  New,  we  cannot  but 
regard  it  as  a  subject  demanding,  in  this  connexion,  the 
strictest  philological  inquest,  whether  this  be  not  the  true 
interpretation  of  Acts  1.  11,  ‘This  same  Jesus  which 
is  taken  up  from  you  into  heaven,  shall  so  come  ( ovtcoc 
eXii 'oercu)  in  like  manner  as  ye  have  seen  him  go  into 
heaven.’  It  is,  we  think,  by  no  means  certain  that  the 
sense  put  upon  these  words,  by  the  mass  of  expositors, 
is  the  true  one.  The  meaning  may  simply  be,  that  this 
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same  Jesus,  whom  they  had  now  seen  taken  up  to 
heaven,  should  so  arrive  (viz.,  in  heaven)  as  they  had 
seen  him  go  towards  heaven  ;  for  the  vision  of  Daniel 
had  announced  just  such  an  advent  or  entrance  to  the 
heavenly  court.5’ 

If  a  return  from  heaven  to  this  world  had  been  in¬ 
tended,  the  expression  would  hardly  have  been  ifovaeica, 
shall  come ,  but  rather  ovzXsvcrzzou  or  ttoXlv  eXsvostcu,  shall 
come  again ,  as  John  14.  3,  “  And  if  I  go  and  prepare  a 
place  for  you,  I  will  come  again  (nixXiv  eg/ofiou)  and  re¬ 
ceive  you  to  myself.”  2  Cor.  2.  1,  “  But  I  determined 
this  with  myself,  that  I  would  not  come  again  (naXtv 
tX&siv)  to  you  in  heaviness.”  Ch.  12.21,  “  And  lest 
when  I  come  again  (ndXiv  eX&ovza)  my  God  shall  humble 
me  among  you.”  The  truth  is,  the  original  word 
(« ^/ojAcu)  is  not  confined  in  its  import,  like  our  English 
word  “  come,”  to  denote  simply  motion  in  one  direction . 
It  is,  by  established  usage,  properly  rendered  inter¬ 
changeably  by  come  or  go ,  according  to  its  contextual 
position.  This  usage  may  be  confirmed  alike  from  the 
Old  and  the  New  Testament.  Thus  Gen.  18.  22,  “  And 
the  men  turned  their  faces  thence,  and  went  (JX&ov)  to¬ 
wards  Sodom.”  Ch.  22.  3,  “  And  (Abraham)  rose  up 
and  went  (JjXds)  unto  the  place  of  which  God  had  told 
him.”  Ch.  50.  18,  “  And  his  brethren  also  went  ( rjX&ov ) 
and  fell  down  before  his  face.”  Ex.  2.  8,  “  And  the 
maid  went  (rjX&s)  and  called  the  child’s  mother.”  Ch. 
3.  16,  “  Go  (riX&djv)  and  gather  the  elders  of  Israel  toge¬ 
ther.”  Ch.  8,  “  Go  ye  (iX&ov tsq),  sacrifice  to  your  God 
in  the  land.”  Num.  11.  26,  “  And  they  were  of  them 
that  were  written,  but  went  not  out  (ovx  i]X&ov)  into 
the  tabernacle.”  Luke  2.  44,  4<  But  they,  supposing 
him  to  have  been  in  the  company,  went  ( r]X&ov )  a  day’s 
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journey.”  Mat.  19.  1,  “  And  it  came  to  pass  that  when 
Jesus  had  finished  these  sayings,  he  departed  from  Galilee, 
and  came  (fid's,  went)  into  the  coast  of  Judea  beyond 
Jordan.”  Ch.  12.  9,  “  And  when  he  was  departed 
thence,  he  went  fids)  into  their  synagogue.”  John  6. 
17,  “  And  (his  disciples)  entered  into  a  ship,  and  went 
(ijg/ono)  over  the  sea  toward  Capernaum.”  1  Cor.  16. 
5,  “  Now  I  will  come  flsvcropou,  go)  unto  you  when  I 
shall  pass  through  Macedonia.”  Yer.  12,  “  Now  as 
touching  our  brother  Apollos,  I  greatly  desired  him  to 
come  (  iv a  sidy,  to  go)  unto  you  with  the  brethren  :  but 
his  will  was  not  at  all  to  come  fxa  i 'vdy,  to  go)  at  this 
time  ;  but  he  will  come  flsvasTai,  will  go)  when  he  shall 
have  convenient  time.” 

These  instances,  which  might  be  indefinitely  multi¬ 
plied,  go  strongly  to  evince  that  the  verb  sgxopai  is  used 
equivalently  to  the  Latin,  progredior ,  proficiscor  ad ,  de¬ 
noting  simply  an  advance  to  a  given  point  of  destination 
without  respect  to  the  direction ,  whether  to  or  from 
another  given  point  supposed  to  be  occupied  by  the  nar¬ 
rator.  In  the  present  case,  we  know  of  nothing  to  forbid 
the  understanding  of  Hsvgstcu  in  reference  to  our  Lord’s 
progress ,  advance ,  or  advent  to  the  place  to  which  he 
was  ascending.  “  He  shall  so  come  to  heaven  as  ye  have 
seen  him  go  towards  heaven,”  i.  e.  with  the  angelic  con¬ 
voy,  and  precisely  as  he  wras  represented  coming  or  going 
in  the  vision  of  Daniel,  It  was  only  thus  that  that 
vision  could  be  fulfilled,  It  matters  nothing,  in  our  esti¬ 
mation,  that  all  the  commentators  and  translators  have 
understood  it  and  rendered  it  as  implying  a  coming  again 
to  the  earth.  What  is  an  opinion  worth  apart  from  the 
grounds  and  reasons  on  which  it  rests  ?  If  Hsictstou  is 
rendered  shall  come  again ,  we  demand  the  authority  on 
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which  it  is  done.  We  affirm  that  its  genuine  sense  is, 
shall  come — come  in  reference  to  the  point  of  destination. 
This  point  is  not  to  be  gratuitously  assumed.  It  must 
be  determined  by  the  relations  in  which  it  stands.  In 
the  present  case,  we  contend  that  the  visionary  predic¬ 
tion  of  Daniel  affords  the  true  criterion  of  its  sense.  If 
that  prediction  was  not  accomplished  in  the  Saviour’s 
ascension  to  heaven,  when  was  it  accomplished,  or  when 
is  it  to  be? 

From  all  this  the  inference  is  obvious.  There  is  no  au¬ 
thority  in  the  Sacred  Scriptures  for  the  prevailing  antici¬ 
pations  of  Christendom  of  a  second  visible  personal  coming 
of  Christ.  That  is  an  event  that  was  to  be  accomplished  in 
the  spiritual  and  not  in  the  natural  world.  It  commenced  at 
the  time  when  our  Lord  entered  upon  that  administration 
of  his  glorious  and  eternal  kingdom,  the  first  signal  act 
of  which  was  displayed  in  the  judgment  visited  upon  the 
Jewish  race  in  the  destruction  of  their  city  and  temple, 
and  the  entire  subversion  of  their  polity.  It  was,  indeed, 
to  be  a  coming  distinguished  by  stages ,  of  which,  un¬ 
doubtedly,  the  last  and  most  glorious  was  to  synchronize 
with  the  sounding  of  the  seventh  Apocalyptic  trumpet, 
when  the  kingdoms  of  this  world  were  to  become  the  king¬ 
doms  of  our  Lord  and  his  Christ,  and  when  the  New  Jeru¬ 
salem  economy  was  to  be  established  on  earth — a  period 
to  the  borders  of  which  we  have  now  arrived,  and  the  pro¬ 
phetic  characters  of  which  afford  the  only  clew  to  the 
remarkable  features  of  the  current  age. 

If  it  be  asked  how  this  view  is  to  be  reconciled  with 
the  teaching  of  a  large  class  of  texts  in  the  epistles 
which  speak  of  Christ’s  coming  as  a  future  event,  and 
as  apparently  synchronical  with  the  final  consummation 
of  all  things,  we  answer  that  the  event  teas  future  at  the 
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time  of  the  writing,  because  the  epistles  were  written  in 
the  interval  between  the  resurrection  of  Christ  and  the 
destruction  of  Jerusalem,  to  which  these  predictions  re¬ 
specting  the  consummation  refer.  As  that  was  the  com¬ 
ing  to  which  our  Lord  alluded,  so  it  was  the  same  com¬ 
ing  to  which  the  apostles  alluded.  His  sense  is  to  be  the 
criterion  of  theirs.  They  speak,  therefore,  as  men  who 
regarded  themselves  as  on  the  eve  of  the  second  glo¬ 
rious  manifestation  of  the  Son  of  God,  with  his  holy  an¬ 
gels,  and  it  is  only  by  putting  ourselves  back  into  the 
posture  of  their  minds  that  we  can  enter  fully  into  the 
burden  of  their  language.  We  are  well  aware  of  the 
munitions  of  prejudice  behind  which  the  common  belief, 
as  to  the  drift  of  these  passages  entrenches  itself,  and 
that  a  denial  of  this  belief  can  scarcely  be  separated,  in 
the  minds  of  most  Christians,  from  a  total  rejection  of 
the  authority  of  revelation  in  regard  to  the  Last 
Things.  Nevertheless,  our  conviction  is  an  intelligent 
one,  and  built  upon  an  interpretation  of  the  record  to 
the  soundness  of  which  we  challenge  the  severest  test. 
Its  fundamental  ground  is,  that  our  Saviour’s  predictions, 
Matt.  24  and  25,  refer  not  to  the  “  end  of  the  world,’’ 
as  the  phrase  is  usually  understood,  but  to  the  “  end  of 
the  age  or  dispensation”  then  existing,  and  which  began 
to  be  brought  to  a  close  in  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem. 
This  we  hold  to  be  an  impregnable  position  so  long  as 
our  Lord’s  own  words,  Matt.  16. 27, 28,  are  acknowledged 
as  a  portion  of  that  word  which  cannot  be  broken  :  “  For 
the  Son  of  man  shali  come  in  the  glory  of  his  F ather,  with 
his  angels  ;  and  then  he  shall  reward  every  man  according 
to  his  works.  Verily  I  say  unto  you,  There  be  some 
standing  here  which  shall  not  taste  of  death  till  they  see 
the  Son  of  man  coming  in  his  kingdom.”  Again,  Matt. 
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24.  34,  “  Verily  I  say  unto  you,  This  generation  shall 
not  pass  away  till  all  these  things  be  fulfilled . ”  These 
texts  and  the  connected  prophecy  we  are  constrained  to 
regard  as  the  parent  stock  of  all  the  kindred  apostolic 
announcements  grafted  upon  them.  It  is  in  the  light 
of  these  texts  that  we  deem  ourselves  forced  to  inter¬ 
pret  all  such  passages  as  the  following : 

Philip.  4.  5,  “  Let  your  moderation  be  known  to  all  men. 
The  Lord  is  at  hand.” 

Heb.  10. 25,  “  Exhorting  one  another — so  much  the  more 
as  ye  see  the  day  approaching  ”  compared  with  v.  37, 
“  For  yet  a  little  while,  and  he  that  shall  come  will 
come,  and  will  not  tarry.” 

Horn.  13.  11,  12,  “  Now  it  is  high  time  to  awake  out  of 
sleep  :  the  night  is  far  spent ;  the  day  is  at  hand.” 

1  Pet.  4.  5,  “To  him  who  is  ready  to  judge  both  the 
quick  and  the  dead.”  Y.  7,  “  The  end  of  all  things 
is  at  hand.” 

James  5.  8,  9,  “  The  coming  of  the  Lord  drawethnigh  : 

behold  the  Judge  standefh  at  the  door.” 

Rev.  22.  10,  “  Seal  not  up  the  prophecy  of  this  book, 

for  the  time  is  at  hand.”  Y.  12,  “  And  behold,  I 

come  quicldy ,  and  my  reward  is  with  me.” 

1  Thes.  3. 12,  13,  “  The  Lord  make  you  to  increase  and 

abound  in  love,  &c. — to  the  end  he  mav  stablish 

*/ 

your  hearts  unblamable  in  holiness  before  God,  even 
our  Father,  at  the  coming  of  cur  Lord  Jesus  Christ 
with  all  his  saints.” 

1  Thes.  5.  4,  “  Ye,  brethren,  are  not  in  darkness,  that 
that  day  should  overtake  you  as  a  thief.” 

1  Thes.  5.  23,  “  I  pray  God  your  whole  spirit,  and  soul, 
and  body,  be  preserved  blameless  unto  the  coming  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.”  It  would  appear  from  this 
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that  the.  apostle  anticipated  this  coming  while  the 
Thessalonians  were  in  the  body. 

To  our  minds  the  evidence  is  conclusive  that  the 
event  denominated  the  Second  Coming  of  Christ  was  un¬ 
derstood  by  the  first  believers  of  the  Christian  church 
as  an  event  then  just  at  hand,  and  that  this  expectation 
was  legitimately  founded  upon  the  true  tenor  of  our 
Lord’s  own  predictions,  which  pointed  primarily  to  the 
destruction  of  Jerusalem  and  the  overthrow  of  the  Jewish 
polity.  At  the  same  time,  we  are  equally  firm  in  the  per¬ 
suasion  that  this  cominor  was  to  elongate  itself  over  a 
protracted  period,  and  that  at  about  this  age  of  the  world 
it  was  to  be  realized,  in  a  still  more  signal  manner,  by  the 
introduction  of  the  New  Jerusalem  economy,  which  is 
just  opening  in  an  inward  and  spiritual  form  upon  the 
nations  of  Christendom. 


Conclusion. 

We  now  leave  to  the  verdict  of  our  readers  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  of  the  spiritual  and  glorified  nature  of 
our  Lord’s  resurrection-body.  It  will  be  seen,  we  think, 
even  if  it  should  not  be  deemed  demonstrative  to  their 
minds,  that  it  has  such  a  decree  of  intrinsic  weight,  that 
no  one  can  be  justly  accused  of  precipitate  rashness  in 
embracing  it,  much  less  denounced  as  boldly  impugning 
the  testimony  of  inspiration.  Even  placing  the  subject 
on  the  lowest  ground,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  involves  in  its  determination,  a  balance  of  proba¬ 
bilities,  and  who  is  he  that  shall  magisterially  assume  to 
decide  that  only  one  view  of  the  matter  can  possibly  be 
true,  and  that  to  question  it  is  to  go  in  the  face  and  eyes 
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of  the  clearest  teaching  of  holy  writ?  This  we  must 
characterize  as  mere  idle  assumption — a  vain  ipse  dixit 
— which  will  go  for  nothing  with  one  who  values  asser¬ 
tions  according  to  the  proofs  they  contain,  and  not  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  confidence  with  which  they  are  made. 

I  am  reluctant  to  give  much  of  a  personal  aspect  to 
this  discussion  ;  but  it  has  been  publicly  charged  upon 
the  theory  of  the  Resurrection  advanced  in  my  recent 
work,  that  among  other  gross  errors  it  involves  a  denial 
of  our  Lord’s  true  resurrection  on  the  third  day.  How 
far  such  a  sentiment-could  justly  be  imputed  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  essay ,  I  leave  it  to  my  readers  to  judge.  But  if  it  is 
not  fairly  chargeable  upon  any  thing  I  have  now  said,  so 
neither  do  I  admit  it  to  be  legitimately  drawn  from  any 
thing  contained  in  my  book.  I  have  expressly  stated 
that  our  Lord’s  resurrection  was  a  pledge  but  not  a  pat¬ 
tern  of  ours.  I  have  said,  also,  that  “  there  are  certain 
circumstances  connected  with  our  Lord’s  post-resurrec¬ 
tion  appearances  which  are  not  to  be  expected  to  find  a 
parallel  in  the  case  of  the  risen  righteous.”  Again,  I 
have  remarked,  that  “  from  a  view  of  the  whole,  we 
know  not  what  resistance  to  offer  to  the  conclusion,  that 
our  Saviour  rose  from  the  dead  in  a  spiritual  body ,  the 
same  body  in  which  he  ascended  to  heaven.  The  promi¬ 
nent  passages  usually  relied  on  in  proof  of  the  resurrec¬ 
tion  of  the  material  body,  we  have  seen  to  be  capable  of 
a  fair  and  unforced  interpretation  in  favor  of  the  oppo¬ 
site  theory.  This  conclusion,  thus  sustained  by  a  legi¬ 
timate  exegesis,  is  not  to  be  vacated  by  our  inability  to 
define  the  precise  relation  that  may  be  conceived  to  sub¬ 
sist  between  the  former  and  the  latter  corporeity.  Whe¬ 
ther  we  are  to  recognize  some  hidden  process  of  subli¬ 
mation  by  which  the  one  was  transmuted  into  the  other, 
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or  whether  the  material  fabric  which  the  divinity  inhabit¬ 
ed  prior  to  the  crucifixion  resolved  into  its  constituent 
elements,  and  thus  wholly  laid  aside  upon  the  development 
of  the  spiritual  structure,  we  are  not,  perhaps,  at  present 
competent  to  determine,  nor  is  it  essential  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  our  main  position.”  This  is  certainly  very  ex¬ 
plicit  language.  Now  is  it  not  perfectly  obvious  that  the 
question  in  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  fleshly  body 
presses  just  as  much  upon  the  opposite  theory  as  upon 
mine  ?  My  opponents  hold  that  the  same  change  which  I 
affirm  to  have  taken  place  at  the  resurrection  occurred  at 
the  ascension,  for  they  do  not  believe  that  a  body  of  un¬ 
changed  material  flesh  and  bones  ascended  into  heaven. 
I  ask  what  became  of  the  material  body  1  If  it  be  said  it 
was  supernaturally  changed,  like  Elijah’s,  in  the  act  of 
ascending,  then  I  demand  whether  precisely  that  change 
could  not  have  been  effected  by  Almighty  power  at  the  re¬ 
surrection  as  well  as  at  the  ascension  ?  And  whether  the 
evidence  is  not  preponderant  that  such  was  the  fact? 
And  have  I  not  just  the  same  authority  for  asserting  that 
the  body  arose  at  the  resurrection,  though  it  arose  a  ce¬ 
lestial  body,  as  another  has  for  saying  that  the  body  as¬ 
cended  at  the  ascension,  though  it  ascended  a  celestial 
body  ? 

Having  alluded  to  the  case  of  Elijah,  let  us  look 
at  that  event  for  a  moment.  It  will,  of  course,  be  admit¬ 
ted  that  Elijah’s  body,  when  he  mounted  from  the  earth, 
was  a  material  body  of  flesh  and  blood.  Did  this  body 
ascend  into  heaven  ?  Every  one  knows  that  after  rising 
to  a  certain  distance  from  the  earth  the  atmosphere  be¬ 
comes  so  much  rarefied  that  it  will  not  support  respira¬ 
tion,  and  therefore  life  must  be  extinguished,  for  a  man 
cannot  live  if  he  cannot  breathe.  It  is  evident,  there- 
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fore,  that  according  to  the  common  course  of  things,  the 
prophet’s  body  must  have  speedily  become  a  corpse  ;  and 
is  there  any  good  reason  to  believe  that  a  dead  corpse 
was  taken  into  heaven  ?  And  yet  Elijah  was  translated 
from  earth  to  heaven.  What  does  this  mean  but  that 
that  which  constituted  the  real  man  was  now  glorified, 
and  made  an  inhabitant  of  the  heavenly  sphere  ?  In 
other  words,  that  he  Went  into  heaven  in  a  spiritual  body. 
And  was  not  this  the  body  in  which  he  appeared  in  com¬ 
pany  with  Moses  on  the  Mount  of  Transfiguration — 
an  appearance  which,  we  repeat,  we  have  no  reason  to 
think  was  seen  by  the  natural  eye.  His  material  body, 
therefore,  must  have  undergone  a  stupendous  change  of 
some  kind,  and  we  have  just  the  same  reason  to  ask  what 
became  of  it,  as  what  became  of  the  Saviour’s  body.  If 
it  was  miraculously  transmuted  into  the  spiritual,  then 
when  the  manner  of  this  is  explained,  we  will  explain  the 
rationale  of  the  change  through  which  our  Saviour’s 
material  body  passed  in  becoming  spiritual,  celestial,  and 
glorious. 

But  I  leave  the  subject  with  the  expression  of  my 
own  most  assured  conviction,  that  it  is,  in  its  varied  and 
multiplied  relations,  a  subject  which  is  destined  to  rise 
ere  long  into  a  transcendent  and  absorbing  import  in  the 
view  of  the  Christian  world.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  mere 
empty  speculation.  It  takes  hold  of  the  great  doctrine 
of  the  future  life.  It  bears  down  directly  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  relation  of  the  present  to  the  future  mode  of 
existence.  Is  man  a  spirit  as  well  as  a  body  ?  Is  his 
spiritual  being,  in  its  permanent  and  everlasting  condi¬ 
tions,  to  be  developed  immediately  upon  the  cessation  of 
his  physical  life?  Is  his  translation  into  the  world  of 
spirits  his  true  resurrection  ?  This  is  assuredly  the  great 


THE  RESURRECTION  OF  CHRIST. 


83 


question  of  questions — the  grand  commanding  contro¬ 
versy  of  coming  time,  which,  until  it  is  settled,  must 
eventually  throw  every  other  into  the  back-ground. 

The  principles  of  interpretation  involved  in  this  de¬ 
cision  are  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  interests  of 
revealed  truth.  The  extent  to  which  scientific  induction 
is  to  be  allowed  to  have  weight  in  fixing  the  true  import 
of  the  language  of  Scripture,  is  a  point  in  regard  to  which 
we  deem  a  controversy  inevitable  that  shall  agitate  widely 
the  Christian  world.  The  science  of  man  is  as  true  a 
science  as  the  science  of  the  globe  or  the  science  of  the 
stars  ;  and  while  we  have  no  doubt  that  its  results  will 
eventually  assure  themselves  just  as  incontestably  to  en¬ 
lightened  minds  as  do  those  of  Astronomy  and  Geology, 
yet  their  admission  will  be  as  strenuously  resisted,  and 
upon  the  same  grounds,  and  by  the  same  class  of  per¬ 
sons,  as  were  those  in  the  departments  just  mentioned. 
The  rigor  of  the  literal  construction  will  not  be  relaxed 
through  the  honest  but  mistaken  fear  of  conceding  a  pe¬ 
rilous  license  in  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the  divine 
oracles.  But  the  discoveries  and  deductions  of  science 
will  go  on,  despite  of  every  protest  or  interdict,  and  they 
will  command  assent  just  in  proportion  to  the  evidence 
by  which  they  are  sustained.  And  here  will  come  the 
warfare  between  these  results  and  the  literal  statements 
of  holy  writ.  On  the  one  hand,  it  will  be  held,  that 
every  rational  inference,  whatever  be  its  intrinsic  evi¬ 
dence,  is  to  be  disregarded  whenever  it  comes  in  conflict 
with  what  appears  to  be  the  import  of  the  inspired  word 
viewed  on  the  surface.  On  the  other  hand,  it  will  be  con¬ 
tended  that  we  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  abide  by  the  re¬ 
sults  of  our  discoveries  when  sustained  by  adequate  evi¬ 
dence  of  their  truth,  and  that  this  involves  not  the  slight- 
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est  disparagement  of  Revelation,  for  the  simple  reason, 
that  the  object  of  revelation  is  moral  and  not  scientific , 
and  therefore  puts  no  bar  in  the  way  of  the  most  search¬ 
ing  inquest  into  the  verity  of  things.  Of  this  it  does 
not  profess  to  treat,  in  regard  to  man’s  body  or  soul,  nor 
does  it  forbid  the  mind’s  resting  with  absolute  assurance 
in  conclusions  which  it  feels  to  be  absolutely  certain. 
This  will  be  substantially  the  issue,  and  we  cannot  but 
perceive,  that  it  ultimately  resolves  itself  into  the  ques¬ 
tion,  how  far  we  can  affirm  positive  certainty  of  the  re¬ 
sults  of  science.  It  will  no  doubt  be  conceded  that 
when  we  can  safely  and  soundly  pronounce  results  cer¬ 
tain ,  absolutely  certain ,  then  we  are  at  liberty  to  make 
th  is  certainty  the  criterion  by  which  to  determine  the 
sense  of  Scripture.  But  in  the  mean  time  what  is  the 
policy  so  prone  to  be  adopted  by  the  rigid  literalists  on 
this  subject  ?  It  is  but  upon  very  few  points  that  we  can, 
in  the  nature  of  the  case,  attain  to  the  degree  of  abso¬ 
lute  certainty ,  such  as  we  have  in  the  mathematical 
sciences.  We  cannot  affirm  a  positive  demonstration  of 
the  truth  of  the  Newtonian  philosophy  in  regard  to  the 
solar  system,  but  it  accounts  adequately  for  the  phe¬ 
nomena,  and  the  evidence  is  such  that  the  mind  reposes 
in  it.  So  in  regard  to  other  branches  of  science,  the  evi¬ 
dence  that  sustains  its  inductions  is  of  such  a  nature 
that  the  mind  cannot  but,  on  the  whole,  yield  its  assent, 
and  yet  it  would  be  rash  to  claim  that  every  vestige  of 
doubt  was  precluded.  Now  what  we  say  of  this  rigid 
construction  of  Scripture  is,  that  it  takes  an  undue  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  acknowledged  defect  of  mathematical  cer¬ 
tainty,  and  opposes  the  verbal  statements,  on  a  particular 
class  of  subjects,  in  bar  of  conclusions  which  the  mind 
would  inevitably  adopt  were  it  not  for  the  apprehended 
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sanctity  of  such  statements.  It  is  not  the  confronting 
of  those  conclusions  by  an  opposite  array  of  the  same 
kind  of  evidence  by  which  they  are  supported — it  is  not 
an  enlightened  striking  the  balance  between  conflicting 
probabilities — but  a  violent  foreclosure  of  all  deductions 
except  on  the  ground  of  an  authority ,  which  it  is 
sacrilege  to  question.  The  man  of  science,  therefore, 
is  pushed  to  the  wall  by  the  force  of  the  literal  dogma, 
and  his  position  is  the  more  galling  from  the  fact,  that 
his  soul  may  reverence  the  authority  from  which  the  al¬ 
leged  dogma  proceeds ;  and  yet  he  recognizes  the  same 
authority  in  the  science  that  he  does  in  the  revelation, 
because  they  both  proceed  from  the  same  source.  He 
is  restive  in  this  dilemma,  and  by  only  one  method  can 
be  released  from  it,  and  that  is  by  a  clear  definition  of 
the  precise  object  of  Revelation — by  establishing  the  posi¬ 
tion,  that  it  does  not  profess  to  enunciate  the  absolute 
truth  in  matters  that  fall  properly  within  the  range  of  the 
human  faculties.  Consequently  it  not  only  interposes  no 
restriction  on  the  most  unlimited  freedom  of  inquiry 
over  the  whole  field  of  creation,  but  its  literal  sayings 
are  not  to  be  cited  in  arrest  of  the  deductions  of  a  sound 
philosophy. 

This,  however,  will  not  be  a  readily  conceded  point. 
It  will  be  yielded  only  because  it  is  extorted.  The 
claim  will  be  contested  at  every  step,  and  hard  names, 
of  which  German  rationalism  will  be  among  the  mildest, 
will  be  copiously  showered  upon  its  assertors.  They 
must,  doubtless,  make  up  their  minds,  not  so  much  to 
be  confuted  in  the  fair  field  of  argument,  as  to  be  de¬ 
nounced — to  have  their  reverence  for  Scripture  called  in 
question — to  have  their  names  cast  out  as  evil — and 
various  forms  of  odium  invoked  upon  them.  But  Truth 


86 


THE  RESURRECTION  OF  CHRIST. 


— immortal  Truth — knows  not  how  to  die  under  such 
assaults.  Though  “  beat  to  earth,  ’twill  rise  again,”  and 
its  final  triumph  will  honor  its  humble  friends,  while  its 
mistaken  but  well  meaning  opponents  will  inherit  the 
mortification  of  knowing  in  the  end,  that  they  have  pulled 
down  what  they  had  purposed  to  build  up. 
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THE  DESTRUCTION  OF  JERUSALEM,  THE  MOST  NOTABLE 
EPOCH  IN  THE  SACRED  WRITINGS. 

Translated  from  the  Fifth  Section  of  a  Latin  Tract,  “  On  the 

Spirit  of  Prophecy by  the  Rev.  John  Lightfoot,  D.  D.,  &c. 

By  Richard  Roe,  Exeter,  Eng. 

Having  made  some  observations  on  the  departure  of 
the  Holy  Spirit  from  the  Jewish  church,  and  on  the 
manner  in  which  it  became  inundated  with  corrupt  tra¬ 
ditions,  it  seems  proper  to  add  a  few  words  on  its  un¬ 
utterable  and  deservedly  fatal  desolation.  When  God  vis¬ 
ited  his  own  habitation  and  city,  the  places  formerly 
most  chosen  to  himself,  with  an  overthrow  so  dire  and 
fatal,  and  when  he  thus  cutoff  his  peculiar  people,  for¬ 
merly  dear  and  beloved  beyond  all  others,  with  plagues 
deadly  and  tremendous  beyond  all  ever  before  inflicted 
on  mortals, — it  is  not  surprising  that  it  should  be  paint¬ 
ed  in  the  most  dark  and  mournful  colors. 

I.  Of  these,  the  principal,  and  that  which  chiefly  af¬ 
fects  both  the  eyes  and  the  mind,  is  that  this  fall  is  de¬ 
scribed  as  if  it  were  the  fall  of  the  universe,  and  the  dis¬ 
solution,  in  its  last  day,  of  the  entire  frame  and  mechan- 
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ism  of  the  world.  Such  are  these  figures  of  divine  ora- 
tory : — “I  beheld  the  earth,  and  lo,  it  was  iifihj  sirth 
( toliu  vabohu)  without  form  and  void;  and  the  heavens, 
and  they  had  no  light.  I  beheld  the  mountains,  and,  lo, 
they  trembled,  and  all  the  hills  moved  lightly.  I  beheld, 
and,  lo,  there  was  no  man,  and  all  the  birds  of  the  heav¬ 
en  were  fled.”  Jer.  4.  23-25.  You  would  think,  that 
the  whole  world  was  relapsing  into  its  pristine  chaos 
and  disorder  ;  when  these  words  signify  nothing  more 
than  the  perdition  of  that  nation,  land,  and  city,  as  evi¬ 
dently  appears  in  the  following:  “I  beheld,  and,  lo, 
Carmel  was  a  desert,  and  all  its  cities  were  broken 
down,  at  the  presence  of  the  Lord,”  &c. 

Matt.  24.  29,  30  :  “  The  sun  shall  be  darkened,  and 
the  moon  shall  not  give  her  light,  and  the  stars  shall  fall 
fiom  heaven,  and  the  powers  of  the  heavens  shall  be 
shaken ;  and  then  shall  appear  the  sign  of  the  Son  of 
man  in  heaven.”  These,  you  will  say,  plainly  express 
the  dissolution  of  the  whole  universe,  and  last  judgment. 
But,  consider  well,  among  others,  ver.  34,  and  they 
speak,  without  controversy,  of  the  fall  of  Jerusalem 
alone:  “  Verily  I  say  unto  you,  This  generation  shall 
not  pass,  till  all  these  things  be  fulfilled.” 

In  the  same  style  and  rhetoric  are  these,  2  Pet.  3, 
10  : — “  The  heavens  shall  pass  away  with  a  great  noise, 
and  the  elements  shall  melt  with  fervent  heat,  the  earth 
also  and  the  works  that  are  therein  shall  be  burned  up,” 
&c.  Who  would  not,  without  all  doubt,  understand 
these  words  to  speak  of  the  conflagration  of  the  world  in 
the  day  of  judgment?  But  compare  Deut.  32.  22: — 
“  A  fire  is  kindled  in  my  anger,  and  shall  burn  unto  the 
lowest  hell,  and  shall  consume  the  earth  with  her  in¬ 
crease,  and  set  on  fire  the  foundations  of  the  mountains.” 


APPENDIX. 


89 


Hag.  2.  6:  “  Yet  once,  it  is  a  little  while,  and  I  will 
shake  the  heavens,  and  the  earth,  and  the  sea,  and  the 
dry  land.”  Heb.  12.  26  :  “  I  will  shake,  not  the  earth 
only,  but  the  heavens.”  And  observe,  that,  by  the  ele¬ 
ments,  are  to  be  understood  the  Mosaical,  Gal.  4.  9, 
Col.  2.  20;  also  of  what  times  the  apostle  is  speaking; 
and  then  you  will  not  doubt,  that  he  speaks  of  the  con¬ 
flagration  of  Jerusalem,  the  subversion  of  the  nation, 
and  the  annihilation  of  the  Mosaic  economy. 

To  these  the  words  of  the  Apocalypse  are  parallel, 
6.  12,  13  : — “  The  sun  became  black  as  sackcloth  of 
hair,  and  the  moon  became  as  blood,  and  the  stars  of 
heaven  fell  .  .  .  and  the  heavens  departed  as  a  scroll  when 
it  is  rolled  together/’  &,c.  Where,  if  you  will  observe 
the  foregoing  plagues,  with  which  God,  according  to  his 
most  frequent  threatenings,  destroyed  that  nation  :  name¬ 
ly,  “  the  sword,”  ver.  4  ;  “  famine,”  5  ;  and  “  pestilence,” 
ver.  8  ;  and  compare  these  words  : — “  And  said  to  the 
mountains  and  rocks,  Fall  on  us,”  &c.,  (ver.  16,  17,) 
with  “  Then  they  shall  begin  to  say  to  the  mountains, 
Fall  on  us,  and  to  the  hills,  Cover  us,”  (Luke  23.  30,) 
it  will  sufficiently  appear,  that  those  phrases  relate  to  the 
tremendous  judgment  and  fall  of  that  nation  and  city. 

II.  To  this  corresponds  that  form  of  expression,  in 
which  the  day  and  time  of  that  vengeance  and  fall  is 
called  “  the  day  of  the  Lord,”  and  “  the  coming  of 
Christ  in  the  clouds,  and  with  glory,”  as  if  the  discourse 
was  on  the  final  judgment. 

Acts  2.  20  : — “  Before  that  great  and  terrible  day  of 
the  Lord  come.”  Let  it  be  observed,  that  Peter  applies 
this  prophecy  of  Joel  to  those  times,  and  you  will  see, 
without  a  commentary,  what  he  means  by  “  that  day  of 
the  Lord.” 
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In  the  same  sense  2  Thess.  2.  2  is  to  be  taken — “  as 
that  the  day  of  Christ  is  near  at  hand.”* — For  the  apos¬ 
tle  there  describes,  in  vivid  colors,  the  apostacy  about  to 
come  before  the  fall  of  the  nation,  and  the  Jewish  Anti¬ 
christ  about  to  be  revealed. 

Such,  also,  are  Matt,  16.  28,  and  other  similar  pas¬ 
sages  :  “  There  are  some  standing  here,  who  shall  not 
taste  of  death,  till  they  seethe  Son  of  man  coming  in  his 
kingdom.”  And  19.  28  :  “  When  the  Son  of  man  shall 
sit  in  the  throne  of  his  glory,  ye  also  shall  sit  upon 
twelve  thrones,”  &c.  And  24.  30  :  Then  they  shall 
see  the  Son  of  man  coming  in  the  clouds,”  &,c.  And 
John  21.  22  :  ^  If  I  will  that  he  tarry  till  I  come,  what 
is  that  to  thee  ?” 

So  likewise,  Heb.  10.  37:  “For  yet  a  little  while, 
and  he  that  shall  come  will  come,  and  will  not  tarry.” — 
James  5,  9  :  “  Behold,  the  Judge  standeth  before  the 
door. — Rev.  1.7:  “Behold,  he  cometh  with  clouds.” 
— And  22.  20  :  “  Surely  I  come  quickly.”  And  more 
of  this  kind,  which  all  relate  to  the  coming  of  Christ  in 
judgment  on  the  Jewish  nation. 

ill.  In  further  agreement  of  these  phrases  are 
those,  in  which  the  times  preceding  that  fall  are  called 

( a’harith  hayydmim )  “  the  last  days,”  or 
“  last  times  :”  that  is,  the  last  days  or  times  of  the  Jew¬ 
ish  economy  and  nation.  For  in  this  sense  is  to  be 
understood  that  form  of  speaking  in  most  places  through¬ 
out  the  sacred  volume,  if  not  indeed  in  all.  As  in  Isai. 
2.  2  ;  Hos.  3.  5 ;  1  Tim.  4. 1  ;  2  Tim.  3.  1  ;  2  Pet.  3.  3  ; 
and  a  multitude  of  others.  I  cite,  as  a  witness,  St.  Pe¬ 
ter  interpreting  the  words  oi  Joel,  Acts  2.  17  : — “  In 
the  last  days  I  will  pour  out  of  my  Spirit,”  &,c.  “  This 

is  now  fulfilled,”  says  Peter ;  and  is  not  at  all  to  be  re- 
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ferred  to  the  last  days  of  the  world,  but  to  the  last  days 
of  Jerusalem.  Do  you  inquire,  What  are  those  last  days 
of  which  Paul  and  Peter  speak  in  2  Tim.  3.  1,  and  2 
Pet.  3.  3  ?  St.  John  answers  [1  John  2.  18]  .  “Even 
now  there  are  many  Antichrists  ;  whereby  we  know  that 
it  is  the  last  time.”  See  also  1  Pet.  1.  20  :  “  Christ  was 
manifested  in  these  last  times.” 

IV.  In  like  manner,  the  times  succeeding  the  fall  of 
Jerusalem  are  called  “  a  new  creation,”  and  “  new 
heavens  and  a  new  earth.”  Isai.  65.  17  :  “  Behold,  I 
create  new  heavens  and  a  new  earth.”  When  '!  Read 
on,  and  you  will  find  the  Jews  cut  off  and  rejected,  and 
thenceforward  is  that  new  creation,  viz.  the  gospel 
world  among  the  Gentiles.  See  also  Isai.  51.  16. 

The  sense  of  2  Pet.  3.  13,  is  the  same.  “  But  we, 
according  to  his  promise,  expect  new  heavens  and  anew 
earth  :”  that  is,  “  the  heaven  and  earth  of  the  Jewish 
church  and  state  are  about  to  be  burned  up,  and  the  Mo¬ 
saic  elements  will  be  consumed  by  fire;  but  we,  after 
this  consumption,  according  to  that  promise  by  Isaiah, 
expect  a  new  age,  and  a  new  creation,  a  gospel  state 
among  the  Gentiles;  in  which  a  justifying  righteousness 
will  dwell,  when  those  will  be  justified  through  faith, 
who  were  before  very  far  from  righteousness.”  So  like¬ 
wise  Rev.  21.  1  :  “  I  saw  a  new  heaven  and  a  new 
earth  ;  for  the  first  heaven  and  the  first  earth  were  pass¬ 
ed  away.”  And  Rom.  8.  19,  20,  &,c.,  concerning  the 
Gentile  world  panting  and  sighing  for  the  birth  of  the 
new  creation. 

To  this  class  belong  also  those  passages,  which  speak 
of  (olam  habbcl)  “  a  future  world,”  referring 

to  the  times  of  Messiah.  For  the  fall  of  Jerusalem  was 
ifXog  tov  (XLioivg  ( tdos  tou  aionos)  “  the  end  of  the  Jewish 
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age,”  (or  that  tail's,  daring  which  the  Mosaic  times  were 
to  continue,  of  which  times,  it  is  said,  that  they  were  to 
continue  tabteh)  and  thenceforward  was  the  beginning  of 
a  new  world  and  age,  under  the  reign  of  Christ,  among 
the  Gentiles ;  when  all  nations  should  submit  to  the 
sceptre  of  his  gospel. 

Such  were  the  views,  two  centuries  ago,  of  this  emi¬ 
nent  commentator :  views,  which  are  now  treated  as 
novelties  by  those  who  ought  to  know  better,  and  who 
thus  show  the  declension  of  Scriptural  knowledge  among 
us.  It  is,  however,  surprising,  that  such  men  as  Light- 
foot,  Hammond,  Whitby,  and  some  others,  who  saw  so 
far,  were  not  led  forward  to  see  farther ;  or  to  perceive, 
that  the  legitimate  extension  of  their  own  interpretations 
nullified  those  parts  of  the  popular  creed,  which  teach  a 
future  visible  coming  of  Christ,  a  universal  judgment, 
and  a  literal  conflagration  of  our  globe. 


NEW  WORK  ON  THE  SOUL. 


/ 


WILL  SHORTLY  BE  PUBLISHED 

THE  SOUL; 

✓  OR; 

AN  INQUIRY  INTO  SCRIPTURAL  PSCYCHOLOGY, 


'as  developed 

» 

BY  THE  USE  OF  THE  TERMS,  SOUL,  SPIRIT,  LIFE,  ETC., 

VIEWED  IN  ITS  BEARINGS 


ON  THE  DOCTRINE  OF  THE  RESURRECTION. 

BY  GEORGE  BUSH. 


Wiley  &,  Putnam  have  for  sale  the  following  Works 
by  Prof.  Bush  : 

The  Hierophant,  1  vol.,  (price  reduced,)  .  .  $1  00 

Valley  of  Vision  ;  an  attempted  Proof  (from 
Ezek.  xxxvii.)  of  the  Literal  Return  of  the 

Jews, . 0  25 

Prophetic  Visions  of  Daniel,  Nos.  1  &  2,  .  0  25 


For  Sale  by  Wiley  Sf  Putnam,  161  Broadway, 

Anastasis  ;  or  the  Doctrine  of  the  Resurrection  :  in 
which  it  is  shown  that  the  Doctrine  of  the  Resurrec¬ 
tion  of  the  Body  is  not  sanctioned  by  Reason  or  Reve¬ 
lation.  By  George  Bush,  Professor  of  Hebrew,  ISL 
Y.  University.  Second  Edition.  1  thick  vol.  12mo.^ 
well  printed.  $1  00. 

Contents. — Introduction. — The  knowledge  of  revelation  pro¬ 
gressive. — Part  1.  The  rational  argument — Objections  to  the  common 
view — Distinction  of  personal  and  bodily  identity — The  true  body  of 
the  Resurrection,  as  inferred  by  reason. — Part  2.  The  Scriptural 
argument — Preliminary  remarks — The  Old  Testamen  t  doctrine  of  the 
Resurrection — Onomatology;  definition  of  terms — Examination  of 
particular  passages — New  Testament  doctrine  of  the  Resurrection — 
Origin  and  import  of  the  word  “Resurrection,”  as  used  in  the  New’ 
Testament — The  Resurrection  of  Christ — Examination  of  particular 
passages — The  Resurrection  viewed  in  connexion  with  the  Judgment 
— The  First  Resurrection  and  the  Judgment  of  the  Dead — “The 
Times  of  the  Restitution  of  all  things” — Christ’s  “  delivering  up  the 
kingdom” — The  conclusion. 

“  The  author  occupies  an  important  station  in  the  University  of  New  York,  and 
is  advantageously  known  as  a  learned  commentator  on  some  books  of  the  Old 
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